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ThurJ'day, 1 3/A December , 1 792. 

This being the day appointed by His Majefty’s proclama- 
tion for aflcmbling the Parliament, at three o’clock the Gen- 
tleman U flier of the Black Rod appeared, and informed the 
Houfe, that His Majelty commanded their attendance in the 
Houfe of Lords. 

The SPEAKER, attended by feveral Members, went to the 
Houfe of Peers accordingly, and returned. 

Mr. ROSE moved, that a new writ be iiliied for the Uni- 
verlity of Cambridge, in the room of the right honourable Wil- 
liam Pitt, who, fince his eleftion, had accepted of the office of 
Lord Warden of the Cinque Ports. Ordered. 

The SPEAKER Rated that the clerk had, according to an- 
nual pra&ice, prepared a bill for preventing clandcftine out- 
Vol. XXXIV. B 
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lawriqSy The bill was read a firft time'. 'The Speaker was 
next proceeding to read the King’s fpecch, when he was pre- 
vented by: 

Mr. JEKYLL, who faid he was forry that, on this occa- 
fion, he mull depart from tire ufual order of proceeding in the 
Houfe, and inftead of waiting to hear His Majefty’s fpeeeh 
< read, and a motion made for an addrefs in return for it, to call 
the attention of Parliament to a fubjc£t of great importance* 
as it involved no lefs a queftion, than that of the legality of the 
fubfequent a&s'-of the feffion. What he meant to fubmit to 
their confideration was a matter of privilege, and confcquently 
, ought to fuperfede every other bufinefs whatever. The Houfe, 
he oblerved, being then met under very extraordinary circum- 
ftances, the firft queftion which muft naturally fuggeft itfelf to 
every gentleman’s mind, was, “ By what authority was it ac- 
“ titally fitting r” According to the Lex ct confuetudo Parlia - 
menti , by which alone, till of late years, the meeting of Par- 
liament was regulated, it could not be called together at an 
earlier day than that to which it had been laft prorogued ; and 
no prorogation could be for a fhorter period than forty days. 
The prefent meeting was clearly contrary to the law and ufage 
of Parliament, and a reafon ought to be alfigned for this de- 
parture from them. In a book publilhed by a learned gentle- 
man, who had long filled with great ability an office at the table 
of that Houfe, (Mr. Hatfel, the head clerk) it appeared that 
there was one precedent for luch a departure, and that was in 
the reign of Charles II., when the Dutch, failing up the Med- 
way, burnt fome of our (hips at Chatham. At that time there 
was a recefs of Parliament, which had been prorogued from 
July to the' month of October. The meafure of calling it to- 
gether before the expiration of the prorogation, was debated 
in Council, where Lord Clarendon declared that it was ille- 
gal, and fuggefted that the belt way to proceed on the occafion, 
would be to diflolve the Parliament, and call a new one, which 
could meet in a fhort time, as it was not then required by law 
that fo long a period, as was at prefent neceffary, fhould elapfc 
between the tejie and the return of 'the writs. Lord Clarendon, 
however, was over- ruled, and it was determined that the Par- 
liament fhould be called pending the prorogation, and before 
die expiration of it. He prefumed it was not on the authority 
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of this folitary precedent that Minifters -would reft the legality 
of the prefent meeting. They, no doubt, would plead the 
authority of ftatute for their departure from common law.— 
There were two acts paired in the prefent reign, which autho- 
rifed the 'King to fumm.on, by proclamation, a meeting of the 
Parliament, at the expiration of fourteen days from the date of 
the fame, notwithftanding any prorogation or adjournment for 
a longer period. One of thefe afts gave this authority to the 
’Crown, to be exercifed in cafe of actual invafion. The other, 
which was palled in the 26th of Geo. III. chap. 10, extended 
it to cafes of rebellion and infurredtion. Here, for the firft 
time, the word “ infurrc&ion” was ufed. How it had crept 
.into the a£l, whether by the fame negligence with which the 
^Lords’ adl had crept out laft feflion, he could not tell. As no 
invafion had taken place, he prefumed that as Minifters had in 
the King's fpcech made mention of infurredlions, it was’on this 
latter ftatute that they meant to reft the defence of a meafure, 
which could be legal only in the fpecified cafes, and in every 
other was contrary to the law and ufage of Parliament. He 
wilhed, therefore, that thofe who were beft qualified to clear 
up what was obfeure and doubtful on this head, would point 
out where and when this infurredlion had taken place, which 
alone could make the prefent a legal meeting of Parliament, 
and render its fubfequent a£ts valid and binding on the people. 
On the explanation which he fhonld receive 011 this head, he 
faid, it would depend whether he fhould make a fpecific motion 
on the fubject or not. If he fhould hear a fat is factory reafon 
affigned for this extraordinary meeting, he would acquiefee in 
it ; if not, he fhould think it his duty to fubmit to the Houle 
a propofition on a point which, viewed in every light, was of 
the greateft importance to the country. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS obferved, that by the 26th of 
George III. chap. 10, His Majefty had, clearly and exprefsly, 
a power to call out the militia, in certain cafes, during a pro- 
rogation ; and whenever he exercifed that power, he was 
bound to call Parliament together within fourteen days. The 
* legality of the meeting, and of the fubfequent a<fts of legifla- 
tion, did not depend, in the fmalleft degree, upon the truth 
of the allegations on which Minifters fhould advife the Crown 
to callout the militia ; for in the ftatute which had been al- 
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ready mentioned, there was a fpecific claufe legalizing every 
aft which the Parliament Should pafs, after having been aflem- 
bled before the expiration of a prorogation. The validity of 
its afts would therefore not depend on the truth or falfehood of 
the grounds on which the meeting might have been advifed by 
Minifters. Whether Minifters were right or wrong in advif- 
ing the meafurc, was another queftion ; and probably a fatis- 
faftory anfwer would be given to it in the courfe of the debate 
upon the addrefs. If . what fliould then be.faid fliould happen 
not. to prove fatisfaftory to the learned gentleman, it would be 
perfeftly open to him on any other day, to move for an in- 
quiry into the conduft of Minifters on this head ; but he beg- 
ged that it might be generally underftood, that the legality of 
the prefent meeting, and of the future afts of the feftion, was 
completely out of the queftion. 

Mr. FOX faid, he agreed perfectly with Mr. Dundas, that 
Parliament could legally and with perfeft regularity in point of 
form, proceed to bufmefs ; the calling out of the militia hav- 
ing enabled the King to aflemble them in fourteen days. Thus 
it Hood in point of regularity ; but he.could not think that 
Parliament would meet upon the principles of juftice or com- 
mon fenfe, and proceed to any bufinefs whatever, before they 
had inveftigated the truth of the proclamation by which they 
were convened. What fpur of bufinefs was it that required 
fuch precipitancy ? How could they anfwer to their condim- 
ents for implicitly proceeding upon aflertions in a proclama- 
tion without proof? This was changing into a caufe that 
which was only a pretence — He had no objeftion indeed firft 
to vote an addrefs of thanks to His Majefty for his gracious 
fpeech : but then he would vote it in the fimpleft terms poflible, 
and take care not to pledge the Houfe to any drong meafure, 
until it fliould have been made to appear, that the caufe of the 
prefent meeting was fuch, as would warrant fo extraordinary a 
departure from the ufual forms. Could the houfe with pro- 
priety, with common honefty, proceed to a bufinefs, upon an 
affertion of 'an infurreftion, without examining the pretence? 
He could not conceive that it could be the intention of any 
man in that Houie to proceed in that way. Nor did he think 
there were any in that Houfe who believed there was any in$ 
furreftion. He was in hopes the anfwer would hive beery 
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clear and diftinA. He thought it would have faid at once there 
was a notorious infurreAion, and that Minifters would have 
ftated where the infurreAion exifted, but they pointed out no 
fuch thing. This was a cafe in which Parliament could not 
fuppofe there was an infurreAion. If no other Member did, 
he (hould move, in the courfe of this night, fomething that 
might tend to exprefs a proper feeling in the Houfe upon this 
fubjeA. 

The SPEAKER informed the Houfe that he had attended 
His Majefty in the Houfe of Lords, for the purpofc of hearing 
His Majefty ’s mod gracious fpeech from the throne, of which, 
to prevent miftakes, he had obtained a copy, which he fhould 
proceed to read to the Houfe : 

*> 

His Majefty’s moil gracious Speech to both Houfes of Par- 
liament. 


My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

HAVING judged it neceffary to embody a part of the militia of 
this kingdom, 1 have, in purfuance of the provifions of the law , 
called you together within the time limited for that purpofe , and it 

is, on every account , a great fatisf aCtion to me to meet you in Par- 
liament at this conjuncture. 

I jhould have, been happy if I coidd have announced to you the fe- 
cure and undijlurbed continuance of all the blefftngs which my fub- 
jeCis have derived from a Jlate of tranquillity ; but events have re- 
cently occurred which require our united vigilance and exertion, in 
order to preferve the advantages which we have hitherto enjoyed. 

\ The f editions practices which had been in a great meafure checked 
by your firm and explicit declaration in the lajl fejfion, and by the 
general concurrence of my people in the fame feniiments , have of 
late been more openly renewed, and with increafed activity. A 
fpirit of tumult and dif order ( the natural confequence of fuch prac- 
tices ) has Jhewn itfelf in ads of riot and infurreCtion , which re 
quired the interpojition of a military force in fupport. of the civil ma- 
gijlrate. The 'indujlry employed to excite dif content on various pre- 
texts, and in different parts of the kingdom, has appeared to proceed 
from a dejign to attempt the dejlrudion of our happy conjlitution , 
and the fubverjion qf all order and government ; and this dejign has 
evidently been purfued in connection and concert with perfons in fo- 
reign countries. 
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I have carefully obferved a JlriCt neutrality in the prefent war 
_on the Continent , and have uniformly abjlained from any interfe- 
rence with refpeCl to the internal affairs 0^ France ; but it is im- 
poffiblifor me to fee, without the tnojl ferious uneafnefs , the Jlrong 
and increafing indications which have appeared there of an inten- 
tion to excite dijlurbances in other countries, to dij regard the rights 
of neutral nations , and to purfue views of conquejl and aggrandife- 
tnent , as well as to adopt towards my allies the States General, 
(who have obferved the fame neutrality with myfelf) mcafitres 
which are neither conformable to the la w of nations , nor to the po- 
.ftive fipulations of cxijling treaties. Urder all thefe tircum fiances, 
I have fell it my indifpenfablc duty to have recourfe to thofe means 
of prevention and internal defence with which l am en trifled by 
law ; and / have alfo thought it right to takejleps for making fame 
augmentation of my naval and military force, being perfuaded that 
thefe exertions are ncccffary in the prefent flute of affairs , and are 
, bejl calculated both to maintain internal tranquillity, and to render 
a firm and temperate conduct effectual for preferring the blcfftngs of 
peace. 

Nothing will be negkClcd on my part that can contribute to that 
important objed confjlently with tbe fecurity of my kingdoms , and 
with the faithful performance of engagements which we are bound 
equally by intercjl and honour to fulfil. 


Gentlemen of the Houfe of Commons, 

I have ordered the ejlimates for the en filing year to be laid before 
you ; and I have no doubt that you will be ready to make a due 
frovifion for the feveral branches of the public fcrvice. 

You will certainly join with me in lamenting any neceffity for ex- 
traordinary expence s, which may for a time prevent the application 
of additional fums beyond thofe which are already annually appro- 
priated to the reduction of the public debt, or retard the relief 
which my fubjeCts might have derived from a further diminution 
oj taxes : but I am confident yaw will feel that thofe great ends will 
ultimately be bejl promoted by fuch exertions as are neceffary for our 
prefent and future Jafety and tranquillity ; and it is a great confo- 
fation to me to reflect, that you will find ample ref ources for effec- 
tually defraying the expence of vigorous preparations , from the ex- 
cefs of the aClual revenue beyond the ordinary expenditure. 
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My Lords, and Gentlemen, 

I have great pleafure in acquainting you, that the brilliant fuc - 
ceJJ't'S of the Britifh arms in India* under the able conduct of the 
Marquis Cornwallis, have led to the termination of the war by 
an advantageous and honourable peace, the terms of which are pe- 
culiarly fatisfaSiory to me, from their tendency to fecure the future 
tranquillity of the Britifh dominions in that part of the world. ' 

Your attention will noiv naturally be directed to fuch meafures 
for the future government of th of e valuable poffeffions, as Jhall ap- 
pear, from experience and full conft deration, mojl likely to provide 
for their internal prof per ity, and to fecure the important advan- 
tages which may be derived from thence to the commerce and reve- 
nue of this country. 

I am perfuaded that it will be the object of your immediate con- 
fides at ion to adopt fuch meafures as may be neceffary, under the 
prefent circumfianccs , for enforcing obedience to the laws, and for 
reprcjjing every attempt todijlurb the peace and tranquillity of thefe 
kingdoms. 

You ivill be fcnfble how much depends on the refult of your deli- 
berations, and your uniform conduct is the bef pledge that nothing 
will be wanting on your part which can contribute to the prefent fe- 
curity and permanent advantage of the country. 

1 retain a deep and unalterable fenfe of the repeated proofs which 
/ have received of your cordial and affectionate attachment to me ; 
and 1 place an entire reliance on the continuance of thofe fentiments, 
mi well as on your firm determination to defend and maintain that 
conjlitution which has fo long protested the liberties and promoted the 
happincfsofcveryclafsofmyfubjeSts. 

In endeavouring to preferve and to tranfmit to pojlcrity the in- 
ejlimable blejfings which , under the favour of P rovidence , you have 
yourf elves experienced, you may be affured of tny zealous and cor- 
dial co-operation ; and our joint efforts will, / doubt not , be ren- 
dered completely effectual , by the decided fupport of a free and loyal 
people. 

The SPEAKER having read His Majefty’s fpeech, 

Mr. JENKINSON rofe, he Paid, to propofe an addrefs to 

. the Throne, in the abfence 

[Here Jie was interrupted by a Member appearing to be 
fworn — during which the Lord Mayor entered, and took his 
feat.] 
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The LORD MAYOR faid, that trading to the candid and 
liberal indulgence afforded by this Houfe to a new fpeaker, he 
sole to move an humble addrefs to His Majefty, for his mod 
gracious fpeech from the throne ; and was extremely forry that 
he had detained the Houfe fo very long, owing to an interrup- 
tion in the dreets, quite unavoidable, and not from any failure 
in that refpeCt and attention which he felt as due to the Houfe. 

Inexperienced in the forms of parliamentary proceeding, and 
unpra&ifed in the rules of the Houfe, he fhould not, however, 
have prefumed to come forward on this occalion, but on ac- 
count of the very refponfible iituation which he had the honour 
to hold in another place, having given him general and mate- 
rial information on the points to which he fhould requed the 
favour of their attention, and which went directly to fupport 
the addrefs. 

His Majedy’s proclamation, at the termination of the lad 
feffion, concurred in equally by the Houfe and the country, 
and aided in its object by the then exiding circumdances on 
the Continent, had very confiderably checked the feditious 
practices which had been found to prevail ; but he was fcarcely 
feated in the Mayoralty chair, before he became poffeffed of a 
variety of information, through different channels, which con- 
vinced him that the fame raifehievous attempts were renewed 
with augmented force, under a material change of affairs in 
another country. 

Numerous focieties being edablifhed within the city of Lon- 
don, correfponding and confederating with other focieties in 
different parts of the united kingdoms, all formed under fpe- 
cious pretences, but actually tending tofubvert the conditution 
of the country . Thofe focieties, fo connected, concerted and 
executed the means very induftrioufly and unremittingly of cir- 
culating,' gratis, a great vadbty of poifonous and pernicious 
pamphlets and publications, accommodated to the perufal of 
the rneaned capacity, and manifedly tending to create doubt 
and difeontent in the minds of the lower dalles of his fellow- 
fubje&s, and by a flow but fure means, to alienate their minds 
from their allegiance to the King, and from their attachment 
to the Conditution, as edablifhed by law. 

Under thefe circumdances, and recollecting alfo the fatal ' 
confequences of infurreCtion, and the want of timely exertion* 
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fome .years ago in the capital, and recolie£Ung likewife t}ie ca- 
lamities which have more recently -overwhelmed the metropo- 
lis of a neighbouring kingdom, from an apparent want of pre- 
caution, he felt himfelf bound in duty to put his affe&ionate 
fellow-citizens on their guard ; and the manly and decided 
manner in which they had feconded him, had given vigour to 
his feeble efforts, and would hand down their names to pofte- 
rity with additional credit and applaufe. 

The city of London, he faid, by its patriotifm and prudence 
on many former occafions, had given birth to the nobleft ex- 
ertions of the people ; and their loyal, feafonable, and deter- 
mined condu& at this important crifis, aided by the firm and 
temperate meafures of prevention adopted by the executive 
Government, has brought back tranquillity to the city ; and 
the focieties alluded to have in confequcnce altered their mea- 
fures, and they are now conduced lefs openly and more cau- 
tioufly, but are on that account, as he thought, the more 
dangerous, and ought to be the more watched. 

In the mean time, he believed he might venture to aver, that 
his fellow-citizens had feen, with fatisfa&ion and thankfulnefs, 
the paternal caie of His Majefty for the fafety and welfare of 
his people, and the wife and falutary precautions taken by the 
executive Government to preferve the public bappinefs at this 
period. 

Beneficial, therefore* as thofe preparations have been with " 
refpe& to internal commotion, they may be found ftill more 
ufeful and provident, if applied to external danger. He al- 
luded here principally to the fituation of our old ally the States 
General of the United Provinces ; for if meafures have been, 
or are to be purfued, as refpe&ing them, repugnant to the 
law of nations, and to the pofitive ties of treaties, approved by 
this Houfe and the country, the Houfe would eafily fee that 
we ought to interpofe, and that we are, by thefe preparations, 
the better able to do fo with effeft. , 

He was happy, in the mean time, to be informed, that the 
excefs of the annual revenue beyond the ordinary expenditure, 
would amply provide for vigorous preparations, fincerely la- 
menting, in common with every Member in the Houfe, that 
no farther diminution of the exifting taxes, nor any farther 
. augmentation of the fund for the*redu£tion of the national debt, 
Vol. XXXIV. C 
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beyond the annual million, could, for theprefent, be expe&ed ; 
but gentlemen would fee, that the belt means for attaining 
thofe important obje&s, undoubtedly mult be the profecution 
of fuch meafures as would belt fecure the public tranquillity 
permanently. ' 

It might be proper, he obferved, before he fat down, to fay 
a few words on the glorious conclulion of the late war in India. 
But he would not detain the Houfe, by adding his tribute to 
the general approbation of the nation, as to the patient bravery 
of the army, or the able conduct of Marquis Cornwallis, whofe 
valour, perfeverance, and moderation, were fo univerfally ac- 
knowledged and felt ; but he fhould leave a more full difeuf- . * 
lion of all thefc topics to the honourable gentleman near him. 
!He thanked the Houfe for the attention with which they had 
honoured him, and faid, that without trefpailmg farther on 
their time, he would proceed to read his motion, ** That the 
“ following humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty s” 

Moil Gracious Sovereign, 

WE, your Majeffs moji dutiful and loyal fubjeCls, the Com- 
mons of Great Britain, in Parliament affembled , beg leave to re- 
turn your Majejly our hearty thanks , for your moji gracious fpeech 
from the throne . 

It would have afforded us the mof Jincere fatisfadion if your 
Majejly could have announced to us the fecure and undifturbed con- 
tinuance of all the blefjings , which your Majeffs fubjeCls have de- 
rived from a fate of tranquillity ; but we are fully fenjible that 
events have recently occurred, which muf require our united vigi- 
lance and exertion to preferve to this country the advantages which 
it has hitherto enjoyed. 

It has been impojjible for us not to perceive , from our own ob- 
fervation in different parts of the country , the increafed activity 
with which feditious praBices have of late been openly renewed, 
and we learn , with concern , that not only a fpirit of tumult and 
di [order ( the natural confequence of fetch practices ) has fhewn it - 
felf in alls of riot and infurredion , which required the inter pofi- 
v tioti of a military force in fupport of the civil Magi/Irate , but that 
the indujlry employed to excite difeontent has appeared to proceed 
from a defign to attempt , in cencert with perfons in foreign conn - 



DEBATES. 


it 


A. 1792. 

tries, the deftru&ion of our happy conftitution, and the fubverften 
of all order and government. 

We entertain a juft fenfe of the temper and prudence which have 
induced your Majefty to obferve a Jlrift neutrality with refpett to 
the war on the continent , and uniformly to abftain from any in- 
terference in the internal affairs of France; but, at the fame 
time, we cannot but participate in the juft uneafinefs with which 
your Majefty tnuft obferve any indications of an intention to excite 
difturbances in other countries , to difregard the rights of' neutral 
nations, and topurfue views of conqueft and aggrandisement , and 
particularly to adopt meafures towards your Majeftfs allies the 
ft ates general, inconjiftent with the law of nations, and the pofttive 
ftipulations of exifting treaties. 

The circumftances, which your Majefty has been pleafed to 
communicate to us, appear to have rendered it highly impor- 
tant, for the fofety and inter eft of this country, that your 
Majcfty Jhould have recourfe to thofe meafures of prevention, 
and internal defence, with which your Majefty is entrufted by 
law. 

We Jincerely hope that thefe exertions, and the Jleps which your 
Majefty has taken for augmenting your naval and military force , 
will have thb happy tendency both to maintain internal tranquillity, 
and to render a firm and temperate condutl effe final for prefer ving 
the bleffngs of peace . 

Tour Majefty may , at the fame time, rely^on our zealous con- 
currence in fuch meafures as may prove to be neceffary for the fe- 
curity of thefe kingdoms, and for the faithful performance of our 
engagements. 

We fhall proceed to make fuch proviftons as Jhallbe requifitefor 
the feveral branches of the public fervice . 

We muft indeed fee , with the deepeft regret, any necefftty fetr 
extraordinary expences, which may prevent the application of ad- 
ditional fums, beyond thofe already annually appropriated, to the 
reduflion of the public debt , or retard the farther relief which 
your Majefty s fubjefls might derive from a diminution of taxes ; 
but we are fully aivare that thofe great ends (to which our views 
muft anxioufly be direSled) will themfelves ultimately be beft pro- 
* noted by fuch vigorous and timely exertions as may bt neceffary 
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for our prefent and future fafety and tranquillity, and it will, 
undoubtedly , be a great confutation to us to find , that the except of 
the aflual revenue , beyond the ordinary expenditure , is fuch as' 
to furnijh ample refources for effectually defraying the expences of 
vigorous preparations , if the circumfiances of the time Jhould ren- 
der fuch preparations requijite. 

JVe beg leave to offer to your Majefiy our cordial congratulations 
on the brilliant fuccejjes of the Britifli arms in India, under the 
able conduct of the Marquis Cornwallis, and on the termination 
of the war in that country by an advantageous and honourable 
peace, which can, in no refpeCi, be more fathfaCiory than in its 
tendency to fecure the future tranquillity of the Britifh dominions 
in that part of the world: wc Jhall not fail to employ our utmofi' 
attention , with a view to taking fuch meafures for the future Co * 
vernment of thofe valuable poffcfjions, as Jhall appear, from expe- 
rience and full confederation, moft likely to provide for their in- 
ternal profperity, and to fecure the important advantages which 
may be derived from thence to the commerce and revenue of this 
country,. 

Your Majefiy may depend upon the zeal and readinefs with 
which we Jhall enter on the confidcration of any meafures which 
may appear to be neceffary , under the prefent circumfiances, for 
enforcing obedience to the laws , and for rcprejjing every attempt 
to difiurb the peace and tranquillity of theje kingdoms: and we 
befeech your Majefiy to believe, that no endeavours will be wanting 
on our part, which can contribute to the prefent Jecurity and per- 
manent advantage of the country. 

JVe Jhall, on every occafion, be anxious to manifefi the conti- 
nuance of our dutif ul and affehlionaie attachment to your Majefiy, 
as well as our firm determination to defend and maintain that con- 
futation, which has fo long protected the liberties , and promoted 
the happinefi, of every clajs of your Majefiy' s fubjefls. Feeling 
it to be our firfi bud mofi efjimial duty to preferve and tranfmit to 
peficrity the incfiimable blejjings which, under the favour of Pro- 
vidence, we have ourjelves experienced. 

JVe receive, with the war mefi emotions of gratitude, the graci- 
ous ajfuranccs of your Majefiy' s zealous and cordial co-operation ; 
and we rely with confidence on the decided fupport of a free and 
loyal people , 
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, Mr. WALLACE feconded the motion. He faid that no 
jrtan could entertain a rational doubt of the propriety of every 
part of the fpeech, and of the meafure of calling the Parlia- 
ment together before the expiration of the term of the proroga- 
tion. The infurreCtions that had taken place in various parts 
of the kingdom, were matters of fuch notoriety, that it would 
wafte time to enumerate or fpecify them. Publications had 
been circulated through the country, calculated to inflame the 
minds of the people, to render them diffatisfied with the pre- 
fent government, induce them to pull down our happy confti- 
tution, and eflablifh in its ftead another, formed on the model 
of the French republic. That the focieties, by which thefe 
publications were circulated, muff have had fuch a revolution 
for their objeCt, could not be doubted by any man who confi- 
dered that there was a clofe connection between them and the 
ruling powers in France. They kept up a correfpondence 
with the National Convention, and even fent over deputies to 
it, who were received with the utmoft refpeCt, whofe addreflfes 
were loudly applauded, and who were admitted with honour 
into the body of the houfe. Thcfe focieties fympathifed in 
every thing with the French ; their countenances betrayed a 
deje&ion, when the Duke of Brunfwick was on his march to 
Paris, which could be furpafied only by the extravagaht joy 
which they exprefled when he was obliged to retreat. Their 
connexion with the French was the more alarming, as the 
latter profefted principles dangerous to every neighbouring 
ftate ; they maintained the propriety of fomenting divisions 
among the fubje&s of the furrounding nations; and held out 
promifes of protection and fuppert to all thofe who fhopld 
think themfclves aggrieved, and wifhed therefore to change 
the form of their government. In confequence of thofe prin- 
ciples, they had already invaded the Netherlands, and now 
threatened to deprive the Dutch of advantages which they had 
long enjoyed, which had been guarantied to them by France 
herfelf, by England, and even by the Sovereign of the Nether- 
lands. They- could therefore have no juft ground for fuch a 
proceeding ; whilft we, on the other hand, were bound to ful- 
fill our engagements with Holland fpccifically contracted, 
without inquiring why or wherefore the navigation of the 
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Scheldt had been fecured to the Dutch. All that we had to 
conlider on th? occafion was, that they were in pofleflion of 
the exclufive navigation of that river by the confent of fur- 
rounding nations, and of the Houfe of Auftria itfelf ; and that 
we -had pledged ourfelves to maintain them in that pofleflion. 
Seeing the ftate of affairs in this point of view, it was with 
great pleafure that he feconded the motion for an addrefs made 
by the right honourable Magiftrate, becaufe he conceived that 
in fo doing Ke was giving fupport to a fyftcm pf Government 
under which the country had rifen to enviable profperity. 

The Addrefs having been thus moved and feconded, was 
read by the Speaker ; after which 

Lord FIELDING rofe. He faid, that it had not been 
often in his power to agree with Minifters, or give his appro- 
bation to their meafures ; on this day* however, they fhould 
have his fupport. The queflion on this occafion was not whe- 
ther we fhould have this Minifter or that Minifter, but whe- 
ther we fhould have any Government at all. The time, he 
obferved, was come when every man who was a friend to 
Monarchy, and to the Conflitution in Church and State, as it 
was eftablifhed at the glorious Revolution, fhould fpeak out, 
and rally round the Throne. That Throne and that Conftitu- 
tion he was determined to defend at the hazard of every thing 
that was dear to him ; and if Minifters flood in need of new 
or extraordinary powers for the prefervation of both, he for 
one was ready to vote them ; and as an earneft of his fincerity 
in this declaration, he gave notice that he would on Monday 
next move for leave to bring in a bill for fufpending the Ha- 
beas- Corpus A£i, as far as it fhould relate to the perfons of 
foreigners. 

Lord WYCOMBE declared that it was impoffible for him 
to approve of what he did not underftand, and therefore he 
could not give praife to Minifters, or vote an addrefs of thanks 
to the King» for what- was either not within his knowledge, 
or beyond his comprehenflon. But this much he was able to 
fay, that the Speech calumniated the People of England ; for 
fo far was he from being able to difeover any trace or fymp- 
tom of infurre£tton, that the kingdom was at that very mo- 
ment abfolutely overflowing with loyalty. To the Conftitu-. 
tion he was as warmly attached as any man in the nation, an<f 
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would be as ready to rally round the Throne and defend it in 
an hour of danger. He believed that there were very few, if 
any, to be found in England who entertained a ferious wifli to 
pull down the Conftitution. The calamities which had befalr 
len a neighbouring country would deter men from forming 
experimental governments. He knew that with refpe£l to 
forms -of government in general there were different opinions 
held in England ; but they were merely fpeculative, and ought 
not to occafion any alarm to the Minifters of the Crown, un- 
lefs they were called forth into a&ion, and made the ground- 
work of adlive meafures. 

It was impoflible that men fhould think upon and difeufs a 
qdeftion refpe&ing forms of government, without differing 
from each other in opinion. It was the nature of the human 
mind that men fhould think differently ; but as long as they 
confined themfelves to mere argument, they could not be faid 
to afford any real ground for alarm. In a free country the ut- 
moft liberty ought to be given to fpeculation. He was at- 
tached to the Conftitution of England, and determined to fup- 
port it, not only becaufe he thought it a good one, and becaufe 
he approved of its principles, but becaufe he was convinced it 
was the Conftitution under which the people of the country 
chofe to live. Where, then, he afked, was the caufe of the 
alarm ? It was evident that it did 'not exift in England. Did 
gentlemen think that it was to be found in Scotland? Cer- 
tainly not ; for w hat the people of that country looked for was 
not a fubverfion, but fimply a reform of the Conftitution, and 
the removal of certain abufes or defe&s in the reprefentation 
of the Commons. They had no hoftile intentions againft 
either the Crown or the Houfe of Lords. Was it in Ireland 
that the caufe for alarm might be difeovered ? Certainly not ; 
for the claims of the Catholics of that kingdom were neither 
unreafonable nor inimical to the Conftitution. They looked 
for a participation of its bleffings, and not for its overthrow ; 
and he hoped the day was not diftant when civil penalties on 
account of religious opinions would be at an end, when reli- 
gion would be confidered by the State in the light in which it 
ought to be viewed, as a matter between the creature and his 
Maker. He had heard with great forrow that part of His 
Majefty’s fpeech which adverted to the poflibility of a foreigfi 
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war. There Was. not, in his opinion, a fufficient caufe for it 
at prelent j nor did he believe that any thing Ihort of an adtual 
invafion could juftify a nation in entering into a foreign war. 
He was fo very near being decidedly of that opinion, that if a 
motion were made for leave to bring in a bill/or declaring that 
the country lhould . never engage in any war, unlefs for the 
purpofe of refilling an invafion, he verily believed he lhould 
vote for it. If we were bound by the treaty of 1788 to main- 
tain to Holland the exclufive navigation of the Scheldt, and to 
the Stadtholder his privileges, more' lhame .to thofe who en- 
tered into fuch an engagement. His Lordlhip read the third 
article of that treatv, which runs as follows : 

“ III. His Britannic Majelty guarantees, in the moll ef- 
“ fe£tual manner, the hereditary Stadtholderate, as well as 
“ the office of hereditary Governor of each province, in the 
“ Serene Houfe of Orange, with all the rights and preroga- 
“ tives thereto belonging, as forming an eflential part of the 
“ Conftitution of the United Provinces, according to the re- 
“ folutionsand diplomas of the years 1747 and 1748, by vir- 
“ tue of which the prefent Stadtholder entered into poflcfiion 
“ of thofe offices" in 1 766, and was reinftated therein in 1 788, 
“ engaging to maintain that form of government againft ail 
“ attacks and enterprifes, direct or indirect, of whatfoever 
“ nature they. may be.” 

This article, he affirmed, amounted to a violation of the 
laws of nations. The office of Stadtholder, he faid, was no 
eflential part of the Republic : the Dutch might fee caufe for 
modifying or abolifhing it ; but this article told them, that if 
ever they lhould prefume to do fuch a thing, though they had 
ah undoubted right to do it, the power of England lhould be 
fent forth in fupport of the Stadtholder, and againft the fove- 
reign fight of the Republic. The opening of the navigation 
of the Scheldt did not ftrike him as being of fufficient confe- 
quence to juftify a war with France ; were fhe to wifh to 
throw open that trade to Spanifli America, would it be the in- 
/’tpeft of England to prevent her i She might even open to her- 
lelf the Black Sea ; but that would not operate to the injury 
or exclufion of England ; for her activity and her capital 
would enable her to purfue the fame track, and come in for a 
(hare of the advantages of the trade carried on in that quarter. 
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He obferved, that {hould we unfortunately be forced into a war 
with France, which certainly had not provoked it by any aft 
of hoftility, or attempt to invade our territory, he did not fee 
how we could make any impreffion upon that country. She 
had of late begun to think that a fyftem of colonizing, and 
holding tranfmarine pofleflions, was not wile or politic, and 
therefore Ihe would not be very folicitous about preferving her 
colonies, which Ihe now confidered rather as her weaknefs 
than her ftrength ; and indeed this opinion refpe&ing fuch pof- 
feflions was not peculiar to France, for there were perfons of 
great abilities who doubted much whether England would not 
be more powerful without her colonies than with them ; for 
whilll on the one hand Ihe would be fure of being able to tfade 
with them, flic would on the other find herfelf relieved from 
the enormous expence of defending them. The revolution in 
North America had occafioned this doubt ; for our commerce 
with the United States was more confiderable and advanta- 
geous to us at this moment than it was whilft they were parts 
of the Britifli empire, and confequently when the mother 
country was obliged to incur the expence of defending them. 
We might, it was true, injure the trade of France, were we 
to go to war with that country ; but it ought to be remem- 
bered that the more our own trade was extended, the more it 
would be expofed to danger. Upon the whole, he did not he- 
fitate to declare, that in his opinion a war with France, and in 
the prefent circumftances, would be highly imprudent : he, 
therefore, ihould not be able to vote for the Addrefs moved by 
the right honourable Magifirate, unlefs fuch amendment Ihould 
be adopted as would remove his objections to it. Should any 
Member move fuch an amendment, he faid, he would vote for 
it ; Ihould not fuch be moved, he declared he would not give 
any vote at all either for or againfl the Addrefs. 

Mr. FOX faid, — Although what has fallen from the noble 
Lord behind me contains the fubitance of almoft all that I have 
to offer, and although it produced the effeCts which good ienle, 
truth, and folid argument, never fail to produce on a great 
body, the tacit acknowledgment of all who heard him, inlb- 
much, that no one feemed ready to venture to rife up in aniwer 
to his Lordfhip, yet I mult deliver my opinion on this moil 
imminent and moll alarming occafion. I am not lo little ac- 
Vql, XXXIV. _ D 
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quainted with the nature of man, as not to know, that in 
fpeaking in public, in order to engage the cordial attention of 
the hearers, betides the efficacy of fair and candid reafoning, a 
man ought always to be in temper and unifon with his audience. 
He ought to fhew, that however they may differ upon points, 
he purfues in reality the fame objedt as themfelves, the love of 
truth. With this view, I fhall ftate explicitly what are my 
fentiments on the fubjedt now prefented to us by the fpeech 
from the Throne. I ftate it then to be my opinion, that we 
are aflembled at the moft critical and moft momentous crifis - , 
not only that I 'never knew in the fate of this country, but that 
I ever read of in the hiftory of this country — a crifis not merely 
interefting to ou^felves and to our own condition, but to all na- , 
rions and to all men — and that upon the conduit of Parliament 
in this crifis, depends not merely the fate of the Britifh confli- 
tution, but of dodtrines which go to the happinefs and well-be- 
ing of all human kind. I hope then I am in temper and uni- 
fon with the Houfe in this declaration of my fentiments ; whe- 
ther we agree in the motives of our fentiments we fhall fee ; 
for I will as frankly, and as openly as poflible, communicate 
my reafons for confidering the prefent moment in this alarm- 
ing light 

His Majefty's fpeech is full of a variety of aflertions, or per- 
haps I fhould not make ufe of the word aflertions, without 
adding, that it has alfo a variety of infinuations, conveyed in 
the Ihape of aflertions, which muft imprefs every man with the 
moft imminent apprehenfions for the fafety of every thing that 
isjuftly dear to Englifhmen. It is our firft duty to inquire into 
the truth of thefe aftertions and infinuations fo conveyed to us 
from the Throne. I am fure I need not recur to the old par- 
liamentary ufage of defiring, that when I fpeak by name of the 
King’s fpeech, I mean to be confidered as fpeaking of the 
fpeech of the Minifters, fmee no one will impute to me the 
want of the moft true and fincere refpedt for His Majefty. It 
is the fpeech which His Majefty has been advifed, by his confi- 
dential fervants, to deliver from the throne. They are refpon- 
fible for every letter of it, and to them, and them only, every 
obfervation of gentlemen is addrefled. I ftate it, therefore, to 
lie my firm opinion and belief, that there is not one fa£t af- 
•ferted in His Majefty’s fpeech which is uot faljc — not one af- 
3 
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fertion or infinuation which is not unfounded. Nay, I cannot 
bo fo uncandid as to believe, that even the Minifters themfelves 
think them true. This charge upon His Majefty’s Minifters is 
of fo ferious a kind, that I do not pronounce it lightly, and I 
defire that gentlemen will go fairly into the confideration of the. 
fubject, and manifeft the proper fpirit of the reprefentatives of 
the people in fuch a moment. What the noble Lord faid is 
moft ftri£tly true. The great prominent feature of the fpeech 
is, that it is an intolerable calumny on the people of Great Bri- 
tain ; an infinuation of fo grofs and fo black a nature, that it 
demands the moft rigorous inquiry, and the moft fevere pu- 
nishment. The next ailertion is, that there cxifts at this mo- 
ment an infurre&ion in this kingdom. An infurre&ion ! — 
' W'here is it ? Where has it reared its head ? Good God ! an 
infurredtion in Great Britain ! No wonder that the militia were 
called out, and Parliament affembled in the extraordinary way 
in which they have been ; but where is it ? Two gentlemen 
have delivered fentiments in commendation and illuftration of 
the fpeech, and yet, though this infurredlion has exifted for 
fourteen days, they have given us no light whatever, no clue, 
no information where to find it. The right honourable Ma- 
giftrate tells us, that, in his high municipal fituation, he has 
received certain information which he does not think proper to 
communicate to us. This is really carrying the do&rine of 
confidence to a length indeed. Not content with Minifters 
leading the Houfe of Commons into the moft extravagant and 
embarralfi.ng fituations, under the blind cover of confidence, 
we are now ’told that a municipal Magiftrate has information 
of an infurredlion, which he does not chufe to lay before the 
Commons of England, but which he allures us is fufficient to 
juftify the alarm that has fpread over the whole country ! The 
honourable gentleman who feconded the motion tells us, that 
the “ infurre&ions are too notorious to be deferibed.” Such 
is the information which we receive from the right honourable 
Magiftrate, and the. honourable gentleman, who are feleded 
to move and fecond the addrefs. I will take upon me to fay, 
that it is not the notoriety of the infurre&ions which prevents 
them from communicating to us the particulars, but their non- 
exiftence. The fpeech goes on in the fame ftrain of calumny 
and ialfchood, and fays, the induftry employed “ to excite dif- 

Da 
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et content on various pretexts, and in different parts of the 
** kingdom, has appeared to proceed from a defign to attempt 
** the deftru&ion of our happy conftitution, and the fubver- 
** fion of all order and government.” I delire gentlemen to 
confidcr thefe words, ;md I demand of their honour and truth, 
if they believe this afiertion to be founded in fa£t. 

There have been, as I underftand, and as every one mull 
have heard, fome (light riots in different parts, but I alk them, 
were not the various pretexts of thefe different tumults falfe, 
and ufed only to cover an attempt to deftroy our happy confti- 
tution? I have heard of a tumult at Shields, of another at 
Leith ; of fome -riot at Yarmouth, and of fomething of the 
fame nature at Perth and Dundee. I afk gentlemen if they 
believe that in each of thefe places the avowed object of the 
complaint of the people, was not the real one — that the failors 
at Shields, Yarmouth, Sec. did not really want fome increafe 
of their wages, but were actuated by a defign of overthrowing 
the conftitution ? Is there a man in England who believes 
this infinuation to be true ? And in like manner of every 
other meeting, to which, in the prefent fpirit, men may give 
the name of tumultuous affembling. I defire to know if there 
has been difeovered any fecret motive other than their open 
and avowed one. And yet with this conviction in our minds, 
we are called upon to declare direftly our belief and perfuafion 
that thefe things are fo. We are called upon to join in the 
libel upon our conftituents. The anfwer to the fpeech fays, 
that we know of the tumult and diforder, but as to the aCtual 
infurrc&ion, it more modeftly makes us fay, ** That we are 

lorry to hear there is an infurreCtion.” Of the tumults and 
diforders then we have perfonal knowledge ; but the infurrec- 
tion we learn from His Majefty’s fpeech ! 

I do not wi(h to enter at length into the affairs of France,, 
which make the next prominent paftage in His Majefty’s 
fpeech ; but though I do not defire to enter at much length into 
this part, I cannot conceal my fentiments on certain do&rines 
which I have heard to-night. The honourable gentleman, 
who leepnded the motion, thought proper to (ay, as a proof 
that there exifted a dangerous fpirit in this country, that it was 
pnanifefted “ by the drooping and deje&ed afpedj: of many 
f* perfons, when the tidings of Duraourier’s furrender arrived 
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“ in England.” What, Sir, is this to be confidered as a figa 
of difcontent, and of a preference to Republican doctrines — 
That men fhould droop, and be dejeCted in their fpirits, when 
they heard that the armies of dcfpotifm had triumphed over an 
army fighting for liberty ; if fuch dejection be a proof that 
men are difeontented with the conflitution of England, and 
leagued with foreigners in an attempt to deftroy it, I give my- 
feif up to my country as a guilty man, for I freely confels 
that, when I heard of the furrender or retreat of Dumourier, 
and that there was a probability of the triumph of the armies 
of Auftria and Pruflia over the liberties of France, niy fpirits 
droop'ed, and I was dejected. What, Sir, could any man who 
loves the conftitution of England, who feels its principles in 
his heart, wilh fuccefs to the Duke of Brunl’wick, after read- 
ing a manifefto which violated every doctrine that Englilhmen 
held facred, which trampled under foot every principle of jus- 
tice and humanity, and freedom, and true government ; and 
upon which the combined armies entered the kingdom of 
France, with which they had nothing to do ; and when he 
heard, or thought that he faw a probability of their fuccefs, 
could any man of true Britilh feelings be other than dejeCted ? 
I honeftly confefs that I never felt more fincere gloom and de- 
jection in my life, for I faw in the triumph of that confpiracy 
not merely the ruin of, liberty in France, but the ruin of li- 
berty in England ; the ruin of the liberty of man. But am I 
to be told that my forrow was an evident proof of my being 
connected with the French nation, or with any perfons in that 
nation ; for the purpofe of aiding them in creating difeontents 
in England, or in making any attempt to deftroy the Britilh 
conftitution ? If fuch conclufion were to be drawn from the 
dejeCtion of thofe who are hoftile to the maxims of tyranny, 
upon which the invafion of France was founded, what muft 
we fay of thofe men who acknowledge that they are forry the 
invafion did not profper ? ✓ Am I to believe that the honourable 
gentleman, and all others, who confefs their forrow at the 
failure of Pruflia and Auftria, were connected with the Courts 
in concert, and that a confiderable body of perfons in this 
country were actually in the horrid league formed againft hu- 
man liberty ? Are we taught to bring this heavy charge againft 
all men, whofe fpirits grooped op the reverfe of the news, and 



23 


PARLIAMENTARY 


A. *792. 


when it turned out that it was not Dumourier, but the Duke 
of Brunfwick who had retreated ? No ; he would nQt charge 
them with being confederates with the invaders of France j 
nor did they believe, nor durft they believe, that the really 
conftitutional men of England, who rejoiced on the overthrow 
of that horrid and profligate fcheme, wifhed to draw there- 
from any thing hoftile to the eftablifhed Government of Eng- 
land. 

But what. Sir, are the doftrines that they defire to fet up by 
this infinuation of gloom and dejection ? That Englifhmen 
are not to dare to have any genuine feelings of their own ; that 
they muft not rejoice but by rule ; that they muft not think but 
by order; -that no man fhall dare to exercife his faculties in 
contemplating the objects that furround him, nor give way to 
the indulgence of hisjoy or grief in the emotions that they ex- 
cite, but according to the inftructions that he fhall receive. 
That, in obferving the events that happen to furrounding and 
neutral nations, he fhall not dare to think whether they are fa- 
vourable to the principles that contribute to the happinefs of 
man, or the contrary ; and that he muft take, not merely his 
opinions, but his fenfations from His Majefty’s Minifters and 
their fatellites for the time being ! Sir, whenever the time 
fhall come that the char after and fpirits of Englifhmen are fo 
fubdued — when they fhall confent to believe that every thing 
which- happens around is indifferent both to their underftand- 
ings and their hearts ; and when they fhall be brought to re- 
joice and grieve, juft as it fhall fuit the tafte, the caprice, or 
the ends of Minifters, then I pronounce the conftitution of 
this country to be cxtinft. We have read of religious perfe- 
cutions — of the implacable oppreflions of the Roman See, of 
the horrors of the inquifition of Spain ; but fo obdurate, fo 
hard, fo intolerable a fcheme of cruelty, was never engender- 
ed in the mind, much lefs praftifed by any tyrant, fpiritual or 
temporal. For fee to what lengths they carry this fyftem of 
intellectual oppreffion . U nder various pretexts there have been 
tumults and diforders, but the true defign was to overturn the 
conftitution — So fays the fpeech— and mark the illuftration of 
the right honourable Magiftrate. “ There have been various 
“ focieties eftablifhed in the city of London, inftituted for the 
“ plaufiblc purpofe of merely difcufling conftitutional que£- 
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“ lions, but which were really defigned to propagate Seditious 
** doctrines.” So then, by this new fcheme of tyranny, we 
are not to judge of the conduct of men by their overt a As, but 
are to arrogate to ourfelves at once the province and the power 
of the Deity ; we are to arraign a man for his fecret thoughts, 
and to punifli him, becaufe we chufe to believe him guilty! 
“ You tell me indeed,” fays one of thefc municipal inquisi- 
tors, ** that you meet for an honeSt purpofe, but I know bet- 
« ter — Your plaufible pretext Shall not impofe upon me — I 
“ know your feditious defign. I will brand you for a traitor 
“ by my own proper authority.” What innocence can be 
fafe againSt fuch a power ? What inquisitor of Spain, of an- 
cient or of modern tyranny, can hold fo lofty a tone ? Well 
and nobly, feafonably and truly, has the noble Earl (Wycombe) 
faid ; and I would not weaken the Sentiment by repeating the 
exprellion in terms lefs forcible than his own, but that the 
eternal truth cannot fuffer by the feeblenefs of the terms in 
which it is conveyed. (t There are fpeculative people in this 
“ country, who difapprove of the fyflem of our Government, 
** and there mult be fuch men as long as the land is free, for 
“ it is of the very offence of freedom for men to differ upon 
“ fpeculative points.” Is it poflible to conceive, that it Should 
enter into > the imaginations of freemen to doubt of this truth ? 
The inftant that the general fenfe of the people Shall question 
this truth, and that opinion Shall be held dependant on the will 
of Ministers and Magistrates, from that moment, I fay, I date 
the extinction of our liberties as a people. Our constitution 
was not made, thank God, in a day. It is the refult of gra- 
dual and progreflive wifdom. It has grown up in a feries, and 
never, never, has the guardian, protecting genius of England, 
been either aSleep or fatisfied. 

X j 

“ O but man, proud man ! 

“ Drefl in a little brief authority, 

“ Plays fuch fantaftic tricks before'high Heaven, 

. ct As makes the Angels weep.” 

Now it feems the constitution is complete— now we are to 
Stand Still. We are to deride the pra£tice and the wifdom of 
bur forefathers ; we are to elevate ourfelves with the constitu- 
tion iu our hands, and to hold it forth to a wondering world 
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as a model of human perfection. Away with all further im- 
provement, for it is impoflible ; away with all further melio- 
ration of the ftate of man in focicty, for it is needlefs. Let no 
man touch this work of man, it is like the work of Heaven* 
perfeCt in all its parts, and unlike every other work of man, 
it is neither capable of perverfion, nor fubjeCt to decay. Such 
is the prefumptuous language that we hear ; and not content 
with this haughty tone, they imitate the celebrated anathema 
of brother Peter, in the Tale of a Tub, and exclaim, “ G-d 
** confound you all eternally if you offer to believe other- 
4f ways.’ 

Now this. Sir, is the crifis which I think fo truly alarming. 
We are pme to the moment, when the queftion is, whether 
we fhall give to the King, that is, to the Executive Govern- 
ment, complete power over our thoughts. Whether we are 
to relign the exercife of our natural faculties to the Minifters 
for the time being, or whether we lhall maintain, that in Eng- 
land no man is criminal, but by the commtflion of overt aCts 
forbidden by the law. This I call a crifis more imminent 
and tremendous than any that the hiitory of this country ever 
exhibited, I am not fo ignorant of the prefent ftate of men’s 
minds, and of the ferment artfully created, as not to know that 
l am now advancing an opinion likely to be unpopular. It is 
not the firft time that I have incurred the fame hazard. But I 
am as ready to meet the current of popular opinion now run- 
ning in favour of thofe high lay doCtrines, as in the year 1783 
I was to meet the oppofite torrent, when it was faid, that I 
wifhed to facrifice the people to the Crown. I will do now 
as I did then — I wili aCl againfl the cry of the moment in the 
confidence that the reflection of the people will bear me out. 
I know well that there are focieties who have publifhed opi- 
nions, and circulated pamphlets containing doCtrines tending, 
if you pleafe, to fubvert our eftablifhments. I fay that they 
have done nothing unlawful in this, for thefe pamphlets have 
not been fupprefled by law. Shew me the law that orders 
thefe books to be burnt, and I will acknowledge the illegality 
of their proceeding ; but if there be no fuch law, you violate 
the law in aCting without authority. You have taken upon 
you to do that for which you have no warrant, and you vote 
they are guilty. What is the courfe preferibed by law? If 
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any do&rines are publi filed tending to fubvert the Constitution 
in Church and State, you may take cognizance of the fa& in 
a Court of Law. What have, you done r Taken upon yott 
by your own authority to fupprefs them ! to eredt every man, 
not merely into an inquisitor, but into a Judge, into a fpy, 
into an informer — to fet father againft father — brother againft 
brother, and neighbour againft neighbour, and in this way you 
expert to maintain the peace and tranquillity of the country 1 
You have gone upon the principles of flavery in all your pro- 
ceedings ; you negledt in your conduct the foundation of all 
legitimate Government, the Rights of the People, the Rights 
of Man. And fetting up this bugbear, you fpread a panic for 
the very purpofe of fandtifying this infringement, while again 
the very infringement begets and engenders the evil which you 
dread. One extreme naturally leads to another. Thofe who 
dread republicanifm, fly for Shelter to the Crown. Thofe who 
defire reform, and are calumniated, are driven by defpair to 
republicanifm. And this is the evil that I dread. 

Thefe are the extremes into which thefe violent agitations 
hurry the people to the gradual decreafe of that middle order of 
men who dread as much republicanifm on the one hand, as 
they do defpotifm on the other. That middle order of men, 
who have hitherto preferved to this country all that is dear in 
life, I am forry to fay it, is daily lcflening ; but permit me to 
fay, that while my feeble voice continues, it (hall not be totally 
extindt ; there fiiail at leaf! be one man who will, in this fer- 
ment of extremes', preferve the centre point. I may be abufed 
by one fide, I maybe libelled by the other ; I maybe branded 
at one and the fame time with the terms of firebrand and luke- 
warm politician ; but though I love popularity, and own that 
there is no external reward fo dear to me as the good opinion 
and confidence of my fellow citizens, yet no temptation of fuch 
complacency fhall ever induce me to Join any afiociation that 
has for its objedt a change in the bafis of our conftitution, or 
an extenfion of any of thofe bales beyond the juft proportion. 
I will Hand in the gap, and oppofe myfelf to all the wild pro- 
jects of a new-fangled theory, as much as againft the monltrous 
iniquity of exploded do&rines. I think the latter is more our 
prefent danger than the former. I fee not merely in the panic 
of the timorous, buf in the a&s *of the defigning, caufe for 
Vox.. XXXJV. E 
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alarm againft the moft abhorrent doctrines. The new Affoci- 
ations have a£ted with little difguife. One of them I muft ap- 
plaud for the fincerity of its pra&ice. Mr. Chairman Reeves* 
fays, that they will not only profecutc y but they will convince 


* The following are the Refolutions of the New Affociation, whofe 
proceedings are alluded to by Mr. Fox, and of which the -gentle* 
man here mentioned is Chairman. 

AlTociation for preferving Liberty , and Property againft Republicans 

and Levellers. 

At a Meeting of Gentlemen at the Crown and AnchorTavern, No- 
vember 20, 1792, John Reeves, Efq. in the chair, the follow- 
ing Considerations and Refolutions were entered into and agreed 
upon : 

Confidering the danger to which the public peace and order are 
dxpofed by the circulating of mifehievous opinions, founded upon 
plaulible but falfe reafoning ; and that this circulation is principally’ 
carried on by the induftry of clubs and fucieties of various denomi- 
nations in many parts of the kingdom : 

It appears to us, that it is now become the duty of all perfons. 
Who Willi well to their native country, to endeavour, in their feve- 
ral neighbourhoods, to prevent the lad effects of fuch mifehievous 
induftry ; and that it would greatly tend to promote thefe good en- 
deavours, if focieties were formed in different parts of the kingdom, 
whofe object Ihould be to fupport the laws, to fupprefs feaitious 
publications, and to defend our perfons and property againft the in- 
novations and depredations that feem to be threatened by thofe who 
maintain the mifehievous opinions before alluded to. 

Thefe opinions are conveyed in the terms — the Rights of Man — 
Liberty and Equality — tfo King — No Parliament — and others of the 
like import ; all of them, in the fenfe impofed on them, expreiling 
fentiments in direft oppofition to the laws of this land, and feme of 
them fuch as are inconlifteht with the well-being of fociety • under 
any laws whatsoever. 

It appears to us, the tendency of thefe opinions is, that we are 
voluntarily to furfender every thing we now poifefs j our religion 
and our laws ; our civil government and civil fociety ; and that we 
are to truft to the formation of fbmethihg new, upon the principles of 
equality, and under the aufpices of fpeculative men, who have con- 
ceived ideas of perfedlion that never yet were known in the world : 
and it appears, that the milhonaries of this fed! ar.e aiming at effeft- 
ing the overthrow of the prefent fyftem of government and fociety, 
'f>y infufing into the minds of ignorant men caufes of difeontent adapt- 
ed to their various ftations ; fotne of which caufes are wholly imagi- 
nary, and the reft are fuch as infeparably belong to civil life ; have 
exifted, and ever will exift, under all forms of government ; cannot 
fee removed by any change, and will be aggravated and multiplied, 
a hundred fold, by the change propofed. 

It apnears from hiftory and obfervation, that the inequality of 
rank ana fortune in this happy country, is more the refult of every 



DEBATES. 


*7 


A. 179a. 

men, and they recommend, among other publications, a hand- 
bill, entitled, “ A Pennyworth of Truth,” in which, among 
other odd things, it is faid, “ Have you not read the bible ? — 
“ Do you not know that it is there written, that the king is 

\ 

man's own exertions, than of any controlling inftitution of the State. 
Men become great, who have greatly diftinguifhed themfelves by 
the application of talents natural or acquired. Men become rich, 
who have perfevered with induftry in the application to trade and 
commerce, to manufactures, and other uieful employments. How 
many perfons now of great rank and fortune, who were born without 
either! How many rich merchants and traders who begun their 
career iii the lowelt employments of the fliop and counting-houfe! 

In the progrels to this advancement they have all, in their Na- 
tions, contributed their fhare toward the fhow of opulence, both 
public and private, which is to be feen in every part of this ifland. 
It is by the efte&s of this induftry, that the gentleman is enabled to 
fupport his rank and ftation ; and the merchant and tradefman to 
employ his clerks, journeymen, and apprentices. Hence comes 
the price of the farmer’s corn, and the wages of fervants of every 
defcription, By this happy Inequality , ana dependence of one man 
on another, employment is found for all, in their feveral vocations 
to which they have been called by defign or accident. This ine* 
quality and dependence is fo infinitely diverfified in this country, 
that there is no place upon earth where there are fo many W'ays, in 
which a man by his talents and induftry may raife himfelf above his 
equals. This has hitherto been thought a pre-eminent liappinefs 
that was peculiar to ourfelves, and ought to be cherifhed : it has 
been aferibed to the protecting influence which property has always 
enjoyed under equal laws ; and it has increafed of late years in a 
wonderful degree, by the profperity which was caufed, and can only 
be continued by the fame influence. 

We are, upon the fulleft deliberation, of opinion, that pmpofing 
to pull down this goodly fabric, which has been gradually reared by 
the fucccflive virtue and induftry of all the great and good men who 
have lived in this ifland for centuries, and to fubmit to begin afrefh 
upon a new fyftem of Equality, as it is called, feems a propofition 
that can be fuggefted only bv the moft undifguifed wickednefs, and 
entertained by the grofleft folly, . 

Becaufe, if fo wild a plan was to be carried into execution, and all 
men were made equal, they would from that moment begin to 
ftruggle, who ftiould firft rife above his equals ; and it is beyond all 
queftion, if there was any induftry, or any virtue ; if there was 
peace, and public profperity ; if there was private hnppinefs and 
public, in fuch new-formed lociety, there would gradually arife an 
inequality of rank and fortune. "• 

We forefee, from recent experiment in a neighbouring country, 
that in the operation of bringing to pafs fuch a tranfition, the lives 
and properties of all perfons in this ifland would be expofed to the 
arbitrary difpofal of felf-opimoqated philofophers, and a wild and 
needy mob, deluded and inftigated hy them ; that with the intro- 
duction of equality in rank and fortune, an expectation would be 

E a 
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** the Lord's anointed ? But did you ever hear of his Raving 
anointed a republic?” Such is the manner in which thefe 
aflociations are to convince the minds of men ! In the courfe 
of the prefent century, their recommendation would have been 


railed in the lower orders, which mull fird be gratified with plunder, 
and afterwards would fink into a Hate of difappointment and abjedt 
poverty* When all were equalized, there would no longer be a 
superfluity to pay the hire of lervants, or purchafe the produdtions 
of art or manufacture ; no commerce, no credit ; no refource for 
the a£tive, but in robbery, and in all thofe public diforders which 
make life miferable. Thus would the prefent generation be cer- 
tainly ruined ; that which is to follow could not propofe to itlclf a 
remedy, but in purfuing the fame arts of peace which had been fo 
capricioufly abandoned ; and the more they profpered in that purfuit, 
the more they would contribute to reproduce the inequality which 
had been before condemned and exploded.— Where then are the blef- 
fings of this reform, and to what purpofe is mifery to be brought on 
the prefent generation ? 

It is with grief we fee that in a neighbouring country the carry- 
ing into practice of this wild doCfrine of equality and the Rights cf 
J\fan, has already produced thefe evils, and others ten thoufand 
times greater. It is nor yet publicly known, nor can it enter ii to 
the gentle heart of a Briton to conceive, the number of atrocious 
crimes againft God and man, that have been committed in fupport 
of thefe opinions. Murders and alfaffinations have been deliberately 
planned, and juftified by fome of thefe pretended philofophers, as 
the means to attain their ends of reform. With all their pretences 
andpromifes, they have proceeded to violate every right, civil and 
natural, that fhould have been obferved towards their equals ; — the 
people, who have only changed their mailers, groan under new ty- 
rannies of which they never heard or dreamed; and arc fubjedled to 
the chadifement of one del'pcratc leader after another. The exceffes 
ofthefe ruffian demagogues have no hounds ; they have already fur- 
pafled the wildeft phrenzies of fanaticifm, fuperftition, and enthu- 
fiafm ; plundering and murdering at home, and propagating their 
opinions by the fword in foreign countries : — impodurc, fallacy, 
falfehood, arid blood fhed ; their philofophy is the idle talk of fchool- 
boys, and their a&ions are the favage ferocioufnefs of wild beads. 

Such are the lights and the falfe philofophy of our pretended 
reformers j and fuch the effects they have produced, where, alone, 
they have unfortunately been tried. But, however thefe poor pre- 
tences may have impofed on the uuderdandings of men, in a neigh- 
bouring country, bred in ignorance, oppreffion, and poverty, they 
can have 90 influence on the good fenfe and gravity of Britons, who 
have been ufed to the enjoyment of true liberty, and every day feel 
the bleffings of abundance derived from a productive induflry, pro- 
tected by equal laws, and a free Government. It is well known, 
that thofe who are virtuous and honed have many more means of ac- 
quiring eafe andxomfbrt, wealth and didinCtion, and in a fuperior 
degree, in this country than in any other j it is well known, that we 
ftlneady poiefs, and have long poUcfled, really and truly that which 
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profecuted as high treafon. In the years 1715 and 1745, to 
have dared to fay that Kings derived their power from Divine 
right, would have been profecuted as treafon ; and I alk you, 
if, even now, this is the way to inculcate the principles of ge- 


the pretended reformers would perfuade ignorant people they alone 
can beftow. It has been the pride of Britons to boaft of their 
liberty and property ; and although thefe vifionary reformers have 
chofen to fiibfhture the notion of equality in the place of the latter, 
it is trufted there are enough who know too well the value of their 
property,- acquired under the influence of true liberty, to furrender 
it in exchange for an empty name. It is well known, and we feel it 
daily, that we have as much of thefe pretended new inventions, as 
is neceflary and convenient for a well-ordered focicty. Every one 
has all the rights of man that leave him at liberty to do good to him- 
felf and his neighbour, and (what is worth coafidering) to protedfc 
his perfon and property againftopen or fecrct plunderers. He has 
as much of equality as one man can poffcfs without diminifhing the 
epuality of his neighbour. We are told by our religion, (for we 
have a religion ) tint we are to do unto all men as we would that men 
fhould do unto us ; and this is realized to us by the firm admini- 
ftration of the law, which luffers no injury to go without a remedy, 
and affords a remedy equally to the proudeft and the pooreft. 

Such are the rights of man ; fuch the liberty and equality which we 
have long enjoyed ; under thefe we have lived and protpered, both 
in public and private, be ; ond the example of any country ; and to 
maintain them, as they are, unimpaired by the fancies of pedant- 
politicians, or the rude hands of ruffian levellers, every true Baton 
ought to filed his blood. 

Imprefi'cd with thefe fentiments in favour of our happy eftablifli- 
ment, and ala' ined by the mifehievous endeavours, that are now 
ufing by wicked men, to miflead the uninformed, and to fpirit up the 
difeoutented by furnifhing them with plaufible topics, tending tc 
the fubverfion of the ftate, and incompatible with all government 
whatfoever : 

We do, as private men, unconnected with any party or deferip- 
tion of perfons at home, taking no concern in the ilruggles at thii 
moment making abroad, but moft feriouily anxious to preferve the 
true liberty, and unexampled profperity we happily enjoy in thi 
kingdom, think it expedient ana neceflary to form ourfclves into ai 
aflociatton for thepurpofe of difeouraging, in every way that lies i: 
onr power, the progrefs of fuch nefarious dciigns as are meditated b 
the wicked a^d fenlelefs reformers of the prefent time ; and we d 
hereby refolve, and declare as follows : 

Firll— -That the perfons prefent at this meeting do become a ft 
ciety for difeouraging and fuppreiling feditious pablications, tendin 
to difturb the peace of this kingdom, and for fupportiug a due ex« 
cution of the laws made for theprote&ionof perfons and property. 

Secondly— That this focicty do ufe its beft endeavours occauoi 
ally to explain thofe topics of public difeufiion which have been 
perverted by evil dcflgning men, and to fliew, by irrefragable proc 
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nuine loyalty ? No, Sir ! thank God, the people of this coun* 
try have, a better ground of loyalty to the Houle of Brunfwick 
than Divine right, namely, that they are the fovereigns of their 
own ele&ion ; that their right is not derived from fuperftition, 
but from the choice of the people themfelves ; that it originated 
in the only genuine fountain of all Royal power, the will of 
the many ; and that it has been {Lengthened and confirmed by 
the experience of the bleffings they have enjoyed, becaule the 
Houfe of Brunfwick has remembered the principles upon which 
they received the crown. It is rather extraordinary. Sir, that 
they (hould hold fuch a language at this precife moment — that 
they (hould think it right to abufe Republics, at the very mo- 
ment that we are called upon to proteft the Republic of Hol- 
land ; to fpread the do&rine that Kings only have Divine right, 
may indifpole your allies to receive your propofed fuccour. 
They may not choofe to receive into their country your Ad- 
mirals and Generals, who being appointed by this King, in 
divine right, mull partake of the fame anger, and be fworn 
enemies to all forms of government not fo fanftified. Surely, 
independant of the falfehood and the danger at home of fuch 
dodlrines, it is the height of impolicy at this time to hold them 
in regard even to our neighbours. It may be alked, would 
I profecute fuch papers ? To this I anfwer very candidly, 
I would not. 1 never yet faw the feditious paper that I 
would have thought it neceifary to profecute ; but that by no 
means implies but that emergencies might make it proper ; 

that they, are not applicable to the Hate of this country, that they 
can produce no good, and certainly mult produce great evil. 

Thirdly — That this fociety will receive with great thanks all 
communicatior.s that fhall be made to it for the above purpofes. 

Fourthly — That it be recommended to all thofe, who are friends 
to the eftabliflied law, and to peaceable fociety, to form themfelves, 
in their different Neighbourhoods, inrolimilar locieties for promoting 
tlie fame laudable purpofes. 

Fifthly-- That this fociety do meet at this place or elfewhere, 
every Tuel'day, Thurfday, and Saturday. 

Sixthly — That thefe confederations and refolutions be printed in 
all the public papers, and otherwife circulated into all parts of the 
kingdom. 

By order of the fociety, 

J. Moore, Secretary. 

N. B. All letters and communications arc requeued to be ad-' 
d re tied to the'Sccrctary at this place. 
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but furely there is nothing fo eflential to the true check of 
ficdition, as impartiality in pofecution. If a Government 
wiihes to be refpefted, they rauft a& with the moft rigo- 
rous impartiality, and mull fhew that they are as determined 
to prevent the propagations of do&rines injurious to the rights 
of the People, as they are thofe hoftile to the rights of the 
Crown. If men are to be encouraged to rally round the one 
ftandard, you mull not, you ought not to prevent volunteers 
from rallying round the other, unlefs you defire to ftifle in the 
breads of men the fured and molt active principle of obedience, 
belief in your impartiality. 

When I fird heard that the militia were called out # , I felt 
more anxiety and Condernation than ever podefled my mind. I 


* The following are the proclamations for calling out the Militia, 
and afiembiing the Parliament : 

BY THE KING. A PROCLAMATION. 

Gborge R. 

WHEREAS by an aft, palled in the twenty-fixth year of Our 
reign, entitled, “ An aft for amending and reducing into one aft 
4 ‘ of Parliament the laws relating to the Militia in that part of Great 
** Britain called England,” it is enafted. That it fliall be lawful for 
Us, in the cafes and in manner therein mentioned, the occ^fion be- 
ing firft declared in Council, and notified by proclamation, if no 
Parliament lhall be then fitting, to order and direct the drawing out 
and embodying of Our militia forces, or any part thereof. And 
whereas We have received information, that in breach of the laws, 
and notwithftanding Our Royal proclamation of the twenty-firft day 
of May laft, the utmolt induflry is Hill employed by evil difpofed 
perfons within this kingdom, afting in concert with perfons in fo- 
reign parts, -with a view to fubvert the laws and efiabliflied con di- 
lution of this realm, and to deltroy all order and government therein ; 
and that a fpirit of tumult and diiorder, thereby excited, has lately 
ihewn itfelf in afts of riot and ihfurreffion. And whereas, under 
the prefent circumftances, it is more particularly neceflary, that for 
the immediate fupprelfion offuch attempts, fome addition ihoulH be 
made, as the exigency of the cafe may require, to the force which 
may be in readinefs to aft for the iupport of the civil magifirate ; 
We therefore, being determined to exert the powers veiled in Us by 
law tor the protection of the perfons, liberties, and properties of 
Our faithful fubjefts, and fully relying.on their zeal ana attachment 
to Our perion and government, and to the happy conftitution eftab- 
lifhed in thefe kingdoms, have thought fit to declare in Our Council, 
Our Royal intention, for thd caufes and on the occafion afore laid, 
to draw out and embody fuch part of Our militia forces as may more 
immediatelyvtnable Us to provide for the faid important objefts.* — 
And We do hereby, in pursuance of the faid recited aft, notify |o all 
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thought that certainly they had heard of fome actual infurrec- 
tion, or impending invafion. But when I heard that they were 

Our losing fubjefts Our faid intention, and the caufes and occafioa 
thereof. 

Given at Our Court at Windfor, the firft day of December, 
one thoufand feven hundred and ninety-two, and in the 
thirty-third year of Our reign. 

God Save the King. 

[The regiments of militia ordered to be embodied were, Cumber- 
land, Durham, Effex, Kent, Lincoln, Norfolk, Northumberland, 
Suffolk, Weftmoreland, North and Eaft Ridings of York ; to which 
were added, a few days after, thofe of Berks, Bucks, Cornwall, De- 
von, Dorfet, Herts, Surry, Hants, Suflex.] 

BY THE KING.- — A PROCLAMATION. 

ft 

George R. 

WHEREAS by an aft palled in the twenty-fixth year of Our 
reign, entitled, ** An aft for amending and reducing into one aft of 
“ Parliament the laws relating to the Militia in that part of Great 
“ Britain called England, *' it is enafted, that whenever We (hall 
caufe the militia to be drawn out and embodied, on the occafions 
and in the manner therein mentioned, if the Parliament fhall then 
be feparated by fuch adjournment or prorogation as will not expire 
within fourteen days ; We may and fhall iifue Our proclamation for 
the meeting of the Parliament within fourteen days ; and the Par- 
liament iliall accordingly meet and fit upon fuch day as fhall be ap- 
pointed by fuch pioclamation, and continue to fit and aft in like 
manner, to all intents and purpofes, as if it had flood adjourned or 
prorogued to the fame day : And whereas we have thought fit, in 
purfuance of the faid aft, this day to declare in Our Council, certain 
caufes and occafions moving Us to order and direft, that fuch part 
of Our militia forces, as may more immediately enable Us to pro- 
vide for the important objefts therein mentioned, fhould be drawn 
out and embodied : And whereas, in purfuance of the faid recited: 
aft, We have thought fit on this day to iffiie Our Royal proclama- 
tion, notifying the caufes and occafions fo declared in Council as 
aforeiaid : And whereas Our Parliament now Hands prorogued to 
Thurfday the third day of January next ; We therefore, by the ad- 
vice of pur Privy Council, do hereby publifh and declare Our Royal 
will and' pleafure, that Our faid Parliament fhall, on Thurfday the 
thirteenth day of this inflant December, be held for the difpatchof 
divers weighty and important affairs. And the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal, and the Knights, Citizens, and Burgeffes, and the Com - 
xnifiioners for Shires and Burghs of the Houfe of Commons, are 
hereby required to give attendance at Weftminftcr on the faid thir- 
teenth day of December. 

Given at Our Court at Windfor, the firfl day of December, one 
thoufand feven hundred and ninety-two, and in the thirty- 
thied year of Our reign. 

God Sasre the King* 
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not called out to enable Minifters to fend the troops to any 
diftant part, to Ireland, or to Scotland, (where they might 
know of disturbances, though I did not) but that troops were 
aflembUng round London, I fjrmly believed the whole to be a 
fraud ; for I have friends in and about London, as intelligent, 
as vigilant, as much interefted in the tranquillity of the metro- 
polis, as the right honourable Magiftrate ; and I was confi- 
dent that an infurre&ion could not actually exift in London 
without being known. I pronounced it in my own mind to be 
a fraud, and I pronounce it here to be fo. I am not given to 
make light allcrtions in this Hotifc, nor do I defire to teceive 
implicit belief. I deprecate confidence on my bare aflertion. 
On the contrary, I Hate, that I believe this pretext to be a 
fraud, and I intreat you to inquire, that you may afeertain the 
truth. I know that there are focieties who have indulged them- 
felves, as 1 think, in filly and frantic fpeculations, and who 
have publiflied toads, &c. that are objectionable ; but that 
there is any infurreCtion, or that any attempt was making to 
overthrow the conllitution, 1 deny. Now if this aflertion of 
Minifters is a falfehood, is it an innocent fallehood ? Are the 
people of this country playthings in the hands of Minifters, 
that they may frighten them and difturb them at pleafure ? Are 
they to treat them as fome weak, jealour-pated, and capricious 
men treat their wives and miftrefles — alarm them with falfe 
ltories, that they may cruelly feaft on the torture of their ap- 
prehenfions, and delight in the fulceptibility that drowns them 
in tears ! Have they no better enjoyment than to put forth falfe 
alarms, that they know may draw from the people the foothing 
exprellions of agitated loyalty ? Or do they think that thefe 
expreflions, generoully, readily made, in favour of the King, 
whom the people rationally love, may extend in its influence 
to all the perfons that are near his throne ? Indulging in this 
paflion, they may keep us inceflantly in the tumult of appre- 
henfion, until at laft they fo habituate the mind to dread the 
evil in this quarter, as to look for it in no other, or to Hun it 
by repeated ihocks of fiClion into an infenfibility of real at- 
tack. . 

His Majefty, in the next pailage of his fpeech, brings ns to 
the apprehenfion of a war. I (hall refrain at this time from 
faying all that occurs to me on this fubjeCt, becaufe I wtfh to 
Vox.. XXXIV. f 
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keep precifely to the immediate fubjedt : but never finely had 
this country fo much reafon to with for peace ; never was a 
period fo little favourable to a rupture with France, or with 
any power. I am not ready to fubferibe exadliy to the idea of 
the noble Lord, of the propriety of a rcfulution never to go to 
war, unlefs we are attacked ; but I wilh that a motion was 
propofedby fome perfon, toexprefs our disapprobation of enter- 
ing upon any war, if we can by any honourable means avoid it. 
Let no man be deterred by the dread of being in a minority. A 
minority faved this country from a war again ft Ruflia. And 
furely it is our duty, as it is true policy to exert every means 
to avert that greateft of national calamities. In 1789 we all 
mtift remember that Spain provoked this country by an intuit, 
which is a real aggreflion ; we were all agreed on the ncceftity 
of the cafe, but did we go headlong to war ? No, we deter- 
mined with becoming fortitude on an armed negociation. We 
did negotiate and we avoided a war. But now we difdain to 
negociate. Why ? Becaufe we have no Minifter at Parish 
Why have we no Minifter there? Becaufe France is a Re- 
public! And fo we are to pay in the blood and treafure of 
the people for a punctilio! If there are difeontents in the 
kingdom. Sir, this is the way to inflame them. It is of no con- 
fequence to any people what is the form of the government 
with which they may have to treat. It is with the Governors, 
whatever may be the form, that in common fenfe and policy 
they can have to do, and if they ftiould change their form and 
change their Governors, their courfc would remain the fame. 
Having no legitimate concern with the internal ftate of any in- 
dependent people, the road of common fenfe is Ample and di- 
rect. That of pride and pundtilio, is as tangled, as it is fer- 
pentine. Is the pretext the opening of the Scheld ? I cannot 
believe that: fuch an object can be the real caufe. I doubt, 
even if a war on this pretext would be undertaken with the ap- 
probation of the Dutch. What was the condudft of the French 
themfelves under their depraved old fyftem, when the good of 
the people never, entered into the contemplation of the Cabinet? 
The Emperor threatened to open the Scheld in 1786. Did 
the French go to war with him inftantly to prevent it ? No. 
They opened a negociation, and prevented it by interfering 
with their good offices. Why have' we not fcf interfered ? 
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Becaufe, forfooth, France is an unanointed Republic ! Oh 
miferkble, infatuated Frenchmen ! Oh lame and inconfide- 
rate politicians ! Why, inftead of breaking the holy vial of 
Rheims, why did you not pour fome of the facred oil on the 
heads of your Executive Council, that the pride of {fates might 
not be forced to plunge themfelves and you into the horrors of 
war, rather than be contaminated by your acquaintance ! Mow 
fhort-fighted were you to believe, that the prejudices of in- 
fants had departed with the gloom of ignorance, and that dates 
were grown up to a date of manhood and reafon! 

This naturally brings us back again to the bufinefs of this 
day, namely, whether any addrefs {hould be agreed to or not. 
I delire then to put it ferioufly to the confcience and honour of 
gentlemen to fay, if they are not aiding the objedt of republi- 
cans and levellers, if they (hall agree to plunge this country 
hcadlqng into a war, or fhall agree to do any bulinefs, or to 
give any pledge whatever to / the Crown, until they inquire and 
afeertain whether there is an infurredtion in this country or 
not? Shall we declare war without inquiring whether we 
are alfo to have commotions at home ? Shall we pledge our 
condiments to fubmiflion, to compliance, without fird prov- 
ing to them that the drong meafure of Government has been 
aiithorifed by truth ? If you would have the laws refpedted 
by the people, I fay again, you mud begin by fh owing that 
they arc refpedled from above. If you do not prove to the peo- 
ple that there is an adlual infurredtion (for I leave out impend- 
ing invafion and rebellion, as thefe are not even pretended) you 
cannot withhold from them the knowledge that you have adted 
illegally, and how can you expedt rational obedience to the 
laws when you yourfelves counteradl them ? When you fet 
up the ratio fuaforia as the ratio jujlifica> the people will clearly 
difeern the futility and falfehood of your logic, and tranflate 
at once your terms into their true Englilh of real caufes and 
falfe pretexts. Ut ameris amabilis ejio , is as true in Govern- 
ment and Legiflation, as it is in manners and private life, and 
is as well edablifhed by experience. The people will not be 
cheated. They will look round, and demand where this dan- 
ger is to beieen. Is it in England — They fee it overflowing 
in expreflions of loyalty, and yet they libel it with imputations 
of infurredtion. In Ireland, you know there is danger, and 

F 2, 
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dare not own it. There you have prorogued the Parliament . 
to the 17th inflant, but not to meet till the end of January -for 
the difpatch of bufinefs, though you know that there a molt 
refpe&able and formidable convention — ( I call it formidable, 
becaufc I know nothing fo formidable as reafon, truth, and 
jufticc) will oblige you, by the molt cognent rcafons, to give 
way to demands, which the magnanimity of the nation ought 
to have anticipated. There you have thus prorogued the Par- 
liament, and deprived yourfelves of the means of doing that 
gracefully which you mull do, and which you ought to have 
done long ago to l'ubjccls, as attached to their King, as abun- 
dantly endowed with every manly virtue as any part of the 
united kingdom. And while the claims of generous, and ill- 
treated millions are thus protracted, and in addition to the 
hardlhip of their condition, they are infulted with the impru- 
dent aflertion of the tyrannical alcendancy, there is a miferable 
mockery held out of alarms in England which have no exig- 
ence, but which are made the pretext of alFembling the Parlia- 
ment in an extraordinary way, in order in reality to engage 
you in a foreign conteft. What mull be the fatal confequencc 
when a welhjudging people fhall decide, what I fmcerely-be- 
lieve — that the whole of this bufinefs is a minifterial manoeuvre r 
Will they own the real truth, and fay that they wanted a pre- 
text to ailemble Parliament to make up for their want of vigi- 
lance ? They mull take their choice, and fubmit to incur the 

•> 

indignation of their country, or feel themfclves in a ftate of 
contempt. There are men who in this very a£l give them the' 
praife of vigilance. They did all this, to be fure, with a little 
harmlcfs fraud, to prevent evils. Let us examine their claim 
to vigilance. 1 

This vigilant Miniftry faw, nay, if we may take their cha- 
racter from their aflbeiates, hoped that France was on the brink 
of- falling a facrifice to the united force of Aufixia and Pruflia, 
the two powers of all others, whofe union would be the mod 
dreadful thing to England ; but they faw no danger in this 
conqueft to England, though thereby thefe great military pow- 
ers were to become maritime. They faw no danger in the 
union concerted between them, nay, when they had given 
away Poland in the mean time, becaufe I filppofe they thought 
that when Oczakow was gone, the balance of Europe went 

3 
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with it, and they retreated out of the field with difgracc.-— 
They gave away Poland with as little compunction as honour^ 
and with the unenviable certainty, that their bluftering was 
laughed at, and defpifed in every Court in Europe. I know 
that fome of them have inordinate felf-complacency, yet I will 
not be fo uncandid as to conceal my honeft opinion, that there 
is not among them a fmgle man, whofe talents for great and 
commanding policy have either attracted or fecured the confi- 
dence of any quarter of Europe. Do they boaft of their vigi- 
lance r The dextrous furrender of Oczakow, as they now 
know, might have faved the fall and ruin of Poland. Do they 
boaft of their vigilance r And had they no apprehenfion of the 
union between Auftria and Pruflia ? Had they fuch total re- 
liance on the moderation of Pruflia, on his intimate friendfiiip 
with, his gratitude to, his confidence in our faithful Cabinet! 
Do they boaft of their vigilance, and yet faw nothing of their 
prefent dread for Holland and Brabant, on the 30th of Sep- 
tember, when to the joy of every man,, whofe heart is warmed 
with the love of freedom, the Duke of Brunfwick retreated 
before the armies of France ? Were they vigilant, not to fore- 
fee the confequcnces of that retreat, or did they flatter them- 
felves with the weak, the falfe hope that ftill the fteadinefs of 
men bred up in the trammels of ta&ics and difeipline, would 
be an overmatch for the impetuofity of men, animated by the 
glorious flame of liberty ? If fo, the battle of Jemappe ought, 
1 fliould think, to have (hewn vigilant men their error. That 
happened on the fith of November. On the fame day the 
Government of the Netherlands took to flight, and the news 
arrived in England on the 10th or 12th. What did thefe vigi- 
lant Minifters ? On the 17th they prorogued the Parliament 
to the 3d of January, without even faying that it was then to 
meet for the difpatch of bufmefs ! And yet on thefe vigilant 
men we are to repofe, though in the eyes of Europe, in the 
hearts of Englishmen, an armament in their hands is a proof 
and earheft of their future humiliation ! 

They call for fubfidiary aid from the loyalty of the People, 
and to procure this they have recourfe to hiftory, and look out 
For .the liicky frauds of former times : they find one of the moft 
lucky frauds was the Popifh Plot in the reign of Charles the 
Second; The fame cry in the prefent moment they knew was 
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Impoflible \ but a fimilar one was feafible in the enmity againft 
a republic* The Proteftant Diflenters then, as now, were made 
the objeCis of terror, and every art was ufed to provoke the 
rage of ignorance and barbarity. The fraud was too fuccefs- 
ful. Many of my friends, from the bcft motives, were deluded 
into the ihare, and that moil calamitous of all meafures, the 
Proclamation, unfortunately for England, met with their coun- 
tenance. 1 cannot better defcribe this calamity than by reading 
apalTage from an eminent hiftorian (Ralph) on the fatal confe- 
quences of the delufion of the Popiih Plot. By comparing my 
friends on the prefent occafion to the celebrated Lord Ruflell 
at that time, I think that I cannot pay a better compliment to 
them, or at the fame time a more juft and deferved tribute to 
the memory of that excellent perfon. Both, in confequence 
of their high integrity and attachment to the country, have 
become the dupes of deception. The pafiage is as follows : 

“ But there were perfons, it leems, ready to adopt his 
“ (Oates's) intelligence, imperfect, chimerical, or fictitious 
** as it was, and to make ufe of it as a firebrand to light up 
“ fuch a flame of diifention as had like to have laid wafte the 
“ kingdom ; and of thefe, according to the diftinCtion al- 
“ ready made, fome were weak and fome were wicked. The 
“ weak were thofe who thought Popery the greateft mifehief 
“ that comprehended all others, -who miftook prejudice for 
“ conviction, credulity for candour, and rigour for righteouf- 
“ nefs. Thefe, however, meant well, though they aCted ill ; 
“ and while doing the drudgery of a party, perfuaded them- 
“ felves they were faving the nation. The wicked were the 
“ matter politicians of the times, who confidered Kings not 
** as they were, good or ill in thcmfelves, but as they were 
“ ill or good with refpeCt to their own immediate views: 
“ now the plot, whether true or falfe, was formed of the hap- 
“ pieft ingredients imaginable to advance their intereft.” 

Now, Sir, let me addrefs one word to my valued friends : 
let them refleCl on the confequences of their recent delufion, 
pot difiimilar to the above. The meafure of the Proclamation 
is now Hated to be over — it has failed : let them avoid all far- 
ther fnares of the fame kind. They will refleCl on the fieceC- 
fity of union from the experience of the. advantages which 
have flowed from it. They cannot feel more fenfibly than I 
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do the benefits of the cordial co-operation of that body of men 
who have, through the whole of the prefent reign, had to 
llruggle with prejudice as well as enmity. Let thfem recoiled 
the manner in which the prefent Minifters came into power ; 
let them recoiled the infidious attempts that have been made 
to disjoin them ; and now that the fatal meafure of the Pro- 
clamation is over, let them avoid, I fay, all farther fnares of 
the fame kind. Thefe declarations, which it is now the 
fafhion to fign, I certainly cannot in/ general approve. Of 
all that I have fcen, that of the Merchants mud bed con- 
ciliate the approbation of conditutional men * ; but I fee and 


* Merchant Taylors' Hall \ Dec . 5 , X 792 * 

At a very numerous Meeting of Merchants, Bankers, and Trader?, 
held here this day, in confequence of public advertisement, Sa- 
muel Bofanquet, £fq. in the chair. 

The Chairman having read the advertifement by which the Meeting 

was called, 

Refolved, That it is expedient at this time for the Merchants, Ban- 
kers, Traders, and other inhabitants of London, to make a public 
declaration of their firm attachment to the Conftitution, and of 
their refolution to fupport the fame. Then the following decla- 
ration was read, viz. 

Declaration in Support of the Conjlitution of Great Britain . 

We, the Merchants, Bankers,' Traders, and other inhabitants of 
Loudon, whofe names are hereunto fubferibed, perceiving, with 
the deeped concern, that attempts are made to circulate opinions 
contrary to the deareft interefts of Britons, and fubverfive of thofe 
principles which have produced and preferred our mod invaluable 
privileges, feel it a duty we owe to our country, ourfelves, and our 
pofterity, to invite all our fellow fubjeCts to join with us in the ex- 
preffion of a lincere and firm attachment to the Conftitution of thefe 
kingdoms, formed in remote, and improved in fucceeding, ages, 
and unddr which the glorious Revolution in i68£ was effected—- a 
Conftitution wifely framed for the ditfufion of nappinefs and true 
liberty, and which poflefles the diftinguifhed merit, that it has on 
former occafions been, and, we trud, will in future be, found com- 
petent to correct its errors, and reform its abufes. Our experience 
of the improvements in agriculture and manufactures, of the flou- 
rishing date of navigation and commerce, and of increafed popula- 
tion, dill farther impels us to make this public declaration of our de- 
termined refolution to fupport, by every means in our power, the 
ancient and mod excellent C.onditution of Great Britain, and a Go- 
vernment by King, Lords, and Commons ; and to exert our bed 
endeavours to imprefs, in the minds of thofe connected with us, a 
reverence for, and a due fubmifiion to, the laws of their country. 
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t&ar 09 every fide fuch violent doftrines, and fuch afflicting 
p\eafiires, as no man who is a&uated by the wi(h of preferv- 
>ng peace in this country can fubferibe to. A noble Lord, 
for whom 1 have a high refpeCl, fays he will move for a fuf- 
penfion of the Habeas-Corpus A Cl. I hope not. I have 
a high refped for the noble Lord (Lord Fielding) ; but no 
motive of perfonal refpeCt fhall make me inattentive to my 
duty. Come from whom it may, I (hall, with my mod deter- 
mined powers, oppofe fo dreadful a meafure. 

What, it may be afked, would I propofe to do in hours of 
agitation like the prefent ? I will anfwer openly. If there is 
a tendency in the Diflenters to difeontent, becaufe they con- 
ceive themfelves unjuftly fufpeCled and cruelly calumniated, 
what fhould I do ? I would inftantly repeal the Teft and Cor- 
poration A&s, and take from them thereby all caufe of coin- 


whieh have hitherto preferved the liberty, protected the property, 
and increafed the enjoyments of a free and profperous people. 

And the fame having been read a lecond time, 

Refolved unanimoufiy, That this Declaration be approved, and 
be fubferibed by all fuch Merchants, Bankers, Traders, and other 
inhabitants of London, as may approve thereof, and that it do lie 
at this Hall until Saturday next inclufivc for lignature. 

Refolved unanimoufiy. That Samuel Bofanquct, Thomas Bod- 
dington, Abraham Bracebridgc, John Brickwood, Jofeph Cotton, 
Edward Forfter, George Griffin, Thomas Hankey, John Harman, 
Robert Hunter, James Langfton, William Manning, Samuel Smith, 
Theophilus Pritzler, Richard Muilmau, Trench Chifwcll, John 
Mellifii, Richard Ncave, Edward Payne, Benjamin Winthrop, 
John Read, Thomas Parry, Daniel Giles, Thomas Raikcs, John 
Cottin, Efquires, be a Committee to attend the figning of this De- 
claration ; and they are hereby requefied to caufe the fame to be 
publilhed in the newfpapers, and in any other manner they may 
think moil advifeable. 

Refplved unanimoufiy, That the thanks of this Meeting be given 
to the Committee of the Court of Affi Hants of the Merchant Tay- 
lors’ Company for the very polite and friendly manner in which the 
Committee afforded the ur of the Hall for the Meeting this day ; 
an 4 that the Chairman be requefied to tranfmit a copy of this refo- 
lutipn. 

. A motion being made and feconded, 

That the thanks of this IVJeeting be given to Samuel Bofimquet, 
MCq 4 fat hjs upright and impartial candud, 

The Chairman left the chair, when the faid motion was unani- 
mpufiy agreed to. 

Then the Chairman having refumed the chair, the Meeting was 
«dj0n?iw4 imahimp\i%. 

S*MU£ii Bq§akq^etj Qhairtma* 
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plaint. If there were any perfons tin&ured with a republican 
fpirit, becaufe they thought that the reprefentative government 
was more perfect in a republic, I would endeavour to amend 
the reprefentation of the Commons, and to prove that the 
Houfe of Commons, though not chol'en by all, {hould have 
no other intereft than to prove itfelf the reprefentative of all. 
If there were men diflatisfied in Scotland or Ireland, or elfc- 
where, on account of difabiliiies and exemptions, of unjuft 
prejudices, and of cruel reftri£tions, I would repeal the penal 
ftatutes, which are a difgrace to our law book. If there were 
other complaints of grievances, I would redrefs them w’bere 
they were really proved ; but, above all, I would conftantly, 
cheerfully, patiently liften — I would make it known, that if 
any man felt, or thought he felt, a grievance, he might corns 
freely to the bar of this Houfe and bring his proofs. And it 
{hould be made manifeft to all the world, that where they did 
cxift, they {hould be redrefled ; where they did not, that it 
{hould be made manifeft. If I were to ilTue a proclamation, 
this {hould be my proclamation — “ If any man has a griev- 
“ ance, let him bring it to the bar of the Commons’ Houfe of 
“ Parliament with the firm perfuafion of having it honeftly 
“ inveftigated.” Thefe are the fubfidies that I would grant 
to Government. What, inftead of this, is done ? Supprefs 
the complaint — check the circulation of knowledge — command 
that no man fhall read ; or, that as no man under tool, a year 
can kill a partridge, that no man under 20I. or 30I. {hall dare 
to read or think ! 

I fee in Wtftminfler the mod extraordinary refutations of 
parochial meetings. In the City, with which I am inti- 
mately connected, and to which I have high obligations, there 
have been refolutions and aftociations which militate agatnft 
every idea that I was ever taught to entertain both of Law 
and Conftirution. In the pariih of St. Anne, Soho, at the 
head of which parochial meeting I fee a much-refpe&ed friend 
of mine. Sir Jofeph Bankfes : they have demanded a regtfter of 
all the ftrangers living in the pariih. In St. Clement’s, and 
elfewhere, publicans are threatened with the lofs of their li- 
cenfes if they {hall fuffer any newfpapers to be read in their 
houfes that they {hall think feditious. Good God ! where did 
Juftices find this law ? I have always thought that there waa 
Vql. XXXIV. G 
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no one thing of which the law was foore juftly jealous, than 
the exercife of the difcretionary power given to J uftices with 
fegard to licences, and that above all things it was not permit- 
ted them to fuffer political motives to interfere in the giving or 
withholding licences. And publicans are to be made judges of 
libel ! No newfpaper or pamphlet is to be read, but fuch as 
they fhall determine to be free from fedition ! No conversion 
is to be fuffered but what they (hall judge to be loyal 1 And yet 
in this very Houfe, not more than a twelvemonth ago, when 
I brought in a bill with regard to libels, we all heard it ailerted 
that the knowledge of what was a libel could not be fafely left 
to the determination of twelve jurymen — it could be judged of 
only by fages in the law. How can thefe publicans be con*- 
ceived capable of judging, or by what rule are they to a£t ? 
Are they to take their opinions from thefe Aflociations ? They 
recommend to them that loyal paper “ Thomas Bull to John 
Bull,'* where, among other things, it is pretty plainly infir.u- 
ated, that it would have been well if Petion, the late Mayor 
of Paris, had been aftaffinated when in England, and that it 
would be an excefs of virtue to exterminate the Diflenters ! 
Are they to be told, that fuch writings as thefe are perfectly 
harmlefs and praifeworthy, but that difCuilions on the confu- 
tation, debating focieties, (although, by the bye, I never knew 
London without debating focieties, and I cannot fee by what 
law any Magiftrate can interrupt their peaceable difcuffions) 
and all papers and converfations, where there are free opinions 
on the nature of Government, are libellous ? What muft be. 
the confequence of all this, but that thefe publicans muft de- 
cide that that is libellous which is difapproved of by Minifters 
for the time being, and by thefe Aifociations, and that all free- 
dom of opinion, apd ail the fair and impartial freedom of the 
prefs is utterly deftroyed. 

I love the conftitution as it is eftabliOied ; it has grown up 
with me as a prejudice and as a habit, as well as from convic- 
tion. I know that it is calculated for the happinefs of man, 
arufthat its conftituent branches of King,' Lords, and Com- 
mons, could not be altered or impaired, without entailing on 
this country the moil dreadful miferies. It is the belt adapted 
to England, becaufe, as the noble Earl truly faid, the people 
•f England think.it the belt ; and the fafeft couife is to confult 
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the judgement, and gratify the predile&ions of a country. 
Heartily convinced as I am, however, that to fecure the peace, 
ftrength, and happinefs of the country, we muft maintain the 
conftitution againft all innovation, yet I do not think io highly 
and fuperftitioufly of any human inftitution, as to believe that 
it is incapable of being perverted; on the contrary, I believe 
that it requires an increafing vigilance on the part of the people 
to prevent the decay and dilapidations to which every edifice is 
fubjedfc. I think too that we may be led afleep to our real 
danger by thefe perpetual alarms to loyalty, which, in my opi- 
nion, are daily fapping the conftitution. Under the pretext of 
guarding it from the afiaults of republicans and levellers, we 
run the hazard of leaving it open on the other and more feeble 
fide. We are led infenfibly to the oppofite danger, that of in- 
creafing the power of the Crown, and of degrading the in- 
fluence of the Commons Houfe of Parliament. It is in fuch 
moments as the prefent that the mod dangerous, becaufe un- 
fufpe&ed, attacks may be made on our deareft rights ; and let 
us only look back to the whole courfe of the prefent admini- 
ftration, and we fhall fee, that from their outfet to the prefent 
day, it has been their invariable object to degrade the Houfe of 
Commons in the eyes of the people, and to dimini (h its power 
and influence in every poflible way. 

It was not merely in the outfet of their career, when they 
flood up againfl the declared voice of the Houfe of Commons, 
that this fpirit was manifefted, but uniformly, progrellively 
through their whole miniftry, the fame difpoiition has been 
fhewn, until at lad it came to its full, undifguifed demondra- 
tion on the quedion of the Ruffian war, when the Houfe of 
Commons was degraded to the lowed date of infignificance and 
contempt, in being made to retradt its own words, and to ac- 
knowledge that it was of no confequcnce or avail what were its 
fentiments on any one meafure. The Minider has regularly 

adted upon this fort of principle “ I do not care what the 

“ Houfe of Commons may, think, or what may be thought of 
“ them — it is not their verdict that is to acquit me in any mo- 
u ment of difficulty or any hour of trial. I will agitate the 
“ people without — I will fee whether they will bear me up in 
u my meafures ; and as for the Houfe of Commons, if in the 
** height of their confidence in me, they fhall be made to fay 
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** one thing to-day, I will make them, with equal eafe, and 
** without regard to their, character, fay another to-morrow.” 

• Such is the true Englifh of the principle of the right honourable 
gentleman’s conduct, and this principle he has conftantly a fled 
upon, to the. vilification of the popular branch of the conftitu- 
tion. What is this, but to make it appear that the Houfe of 
Commons is in reality what Thomas Paine, and writers like 
him, fay it is, namely, that it is not the true reprefentative 
mid organ of the people. *In the fame way, and by the fame 
language, might Thomas Paine bring a flander upon our 
Courts of Law, and upon the trial by jury. In the fame tone, 
he might afiert, “ Do not tell me what a jury of twelve men 
tf may fay of my book— -do not tell me what thefe alfociations 
“ fay — I rejefl all tribunals, cither conftituted by legal autho- 
** rity, or felf-erefled. Give me the people for my judges, 
“ and I will prove that my doflrines are agreeable to them.” 
Such language would fquare completely with that of Minifters, 

. and conftantly, uniformly have they reforted to the dangerous 
innovation of fupporting themfelves, without regard to the 
opinion of the Houfe of Commons, by appeals one day to the 
Crown, the next to the Lords, and the third to the People, 
uniformly ftriving to exhibit Parliament in the difgraceful and 
pitiful light of complete incapacity. Is it not wonderful that 
all the true conftitutional watchfulnefs of England fhould be 
dead to the only true danger that the day exhibits, and that 
they fhould be roufed only by the idiotic clamour of republican 
phrenzy and of popular infurre<Slion, which do not exift ? 

» Sir, I have done my duty. I have, w'ith the certainty of 
oppofing myfclf to the furor of the day, delivered my opinion 
at more length than I intended, and perhaps I have intruded 
too long on the indulgence of the Houfe. [A general cry of 
■ * Hear hint !” befpokc the perfedl attention of the Houfe.] 
I have endeavoured to perfuade you againft the indecent hafte 
of committing yourfelves to thefe aflertions of an cxifting in- 
furredlion, until you fhall make a rigorous inquiry where it is 
to be found. To avoid involving the people in the calamity of 
a war, without at leaft afeertaining the internal ftate of the 
kingdom, and to prevent us from falling into the difgrace of 
j)eing, as heretofore, obliged perhaps in a week to retradt 
every fyllable that we are now called upon to fay. To carry 
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this into effe£t, I propofe, that after the firft fentence of the 
propofed motion, “ That an humble addrefs be prefented to 
“ His Majefty, humbly to thank His Majefty for his mod 
“ gracious fpeech from the throne,” the following words be 
fubftituted in the room of all that follow in the original mo- 
tion : ‘‘To cxprefs to His Majefty our moft zealous attach- 
“ ment to the excellent conftitution of this free country ; our 
“ fenfe of the invaluable bleftings which we derive from it, 
“ and our unfhaken determination to maintain and preferve it ; 
“ to alfure His Majefty that, uniting with all His Majefty’s 
“ faithful fubje£ts in thefe fentiments of loyalty to tVie Throne, 
“ and attachment to the Conftjjuiion, we feel in common 
“ with them the deepeiiU-«H! Jfiety and concern, when we fee 
“ thofe mcafures adopted by the executive Government, which 
“ the law authorifes only in cafes of infurredfion within this 
“ realm. 

“ That His Majefty *s faithful Commons, aftembled in a 
“ manner new and alarming to the country, think it their firft 
“ duty, and will make it their firft bulinefs, to inform them- 
“ felves of the caufes of this meafure, being equally zealous 
“ to enforce a due obedience to the laws on the one hand, and 
“ a faithful execution of them on the other.” 

Mr. WINDHAM faid, that ftrange as it might feem, he 
fhoukl vote this night with thofe whofe meafures he had uni- 
formly , and eonfeientioufly reprobated in oppofition to thofe 
whofe political fentiments on almoft every occafion, were in 
unifon with his own. It might feem ftrange that he fhould 
be found defending the meafures of perfons with whom he had 
been fo long in political hoftility, and in fome degree repro- 
bating the principles of fome of his political aftbeiates. He had 
his attachment;-, he confelfed, and thofe atttachments in lelfer 
confident ions might have fome influence even upon his judge- 
ment. But upon a fubjedl of the importance of the prefent, 
he was determined to be governed folcly by a fenfe of duty. — 
Indeed he had often given his opinion in that houfc, that in the 
year 1784, moft unconftitutional meafures had been adopted, 
and unconftitutional principles maintained ; and on the fame 
grounds he had often fince reprobated the conduct of Mini- 
fters, who had pretty uniformly adhered to the fyftem upon 
which they had come into power ; nay, he was of opinion. 
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that to the proceedings of 1784, we might aferibe the evils of 
our prefent fituation; but the queflion new was, whether 
they were right in the prefent inftance ? and here he confeffed 
• he could not agree with his right, honourable friend (Mr. Fox) 
in almoft any of the fentiments he had expreiled to-night. — 
They differed either upon principle, or on the application of 
principle, on all the points of this fubjeft. The foundation 
however of their difference lay in the {late of this country at 
the prefent moment. “ Was the country at this moment in a 
“ (late of danger, aye or no?” He was told, he faid, that 
there was no real caufe for alarm among the people ; that the 
only alarm that was felt had been created by Government. 
Government muft certainly have had ftrange and wonderful 
powers indeed to produce the alarm every day expreffed in dif- 
ferent parts. No, there were ferious and well-founded alarms 
from the condu&, not of the Officers of Government, but 
from thofe who had fworn an enmity to all Government.— 
Did not the whole country feel it? Was not every town, vil- 
lage, or hamlet filled with apprehenfion. Could a man enter 
into his own houfe, or could he walk in a field, without ob- 
ferving, that it occupied the whole of the attention of all ranks 
and deferiptions of people; this was what his right honourable 
friend had been pleafed to make a matter of argument, but 
what was really mere matter of obfervation ; a man fhould 
not reafon on the probability or improbability of thel'e events, 
but fhould obferve upon the fact, and attend to the relation of 
others. If a man confined himfelf in one room of his own 
houfe he would know no more of what was going on in the 
next, than he -would know what was going on in another 
country ; but if he chofe to be vigilant he might know a good 
deal more. So in the prefent cafe, if a man would not believe 
any thing but what he faw, nor fee any thing but what he liked, 
it was not very probable that he would difeover much of the 
alarm in queflion. But if he was at the pains to obferve, the 
alarm was viiible enough. Had he obfervedit? Yes. He 
had feen the intention of the enemies of the prefent conftitu- 
tion expreffed in various (hapes. He had feen it in the confi- 
dence of their agents ; in the boldnefs of thofe who wifhed the 
fubveriion of the con Iti tut ion. He appealed to the Houfe, 
whether they did not know and feel that there was a general 
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alarm all over the country. The next point to be conltderet*, 
in the order which his right honourable friend had taken, was 
.how far it might be fit to check the caufe of this mifehief by 
law, the queftion of- the policy of doing he had determined in 
the negative. It was true that the meafures now purfued over 
the country, were fuch as had never been employed before ; 
but it muft be obferved, in anfwer to this, that there never had 
been fuch an occafion before. Speculative opinions had been 
published from time to time in this country, and they might 
have been continued to be published, but the manner of pub- 
li fhing, as well as the works publifhed of late, were entirely 
new. He believed the fociety for Conftitutional Information 
began the fyftem ; now purfued, it was foon tranfplanted into 
another country, in the fertile foil of which it had thriven fu 
well as to overthrow all order, and eftablifh confufion. Hav- 
ing had this glorious effect by tranfplantation, it was now 
brought to this country, for the ptirpofe of producing the fame 
effect. The machine was fo well conftru&ed, there were fuch 
firifl, contrivance, and management in the engineers, thatu'n- 
, lefs Parliament were on their guard, and the fenfible and honed 
part of the community, adtive in counteradting their deligns, 
the whole form of our Government might be eafily fubverted. 
He fpoke not from diftruft merely, or rumour, but he knew, 
and it was notorious that there had been, and was now, a con- 
flant communication between perfons in Paris, and perfons in 
London, the objedf of whicli was the definition of our pre- 
fent form of Government. This fort of counter alliance of 
the Englifhman in Paris, and the Frenchman in London, had 
been regularly formed, and the effedl of it was felt already in 
an alarming degree, for in every town, in every village, nay 
almoft in every houfe thefe worthy gentlemen had their agents, 
who regularly difieminated certain pamphlets; the.e agents 
were vigilant and indufirioui, delivered thefe pamphlets gratis, 
a proof there muft be fomewhere a fociety to defray the ex- 
pence, for thefe agents could not afford to be thus generous to 
the Public without afliftance ; they could not pay for them out 
of their own pockets.* No, the whole was a well-arranged 
methodized plan, for gradually undermining the principles of 
the Britilh Conftitution. This was not all, thpy proceeded 
with the folemnity of on oath, which was, that they were to 
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be ready — Here the confufion arifing from the loud cries erf 
“ Prove! prove!” and ** Hear! hear!” interrupted him for a 
ievv feconds— when, 

Mr. BURKE called to order. He obferved, that a gentle- 
man was afferting a fad which he was fatisRed could be proved, 
and a convenient feafon would foon arife for that purpofe, that 
was, when there ihould be an inquiry into this bulinefs : but 
there could be no good reafon why any geqtleman delivering 
his fentiments Ihould give up the fources of his information in 
this ftage of the bulinefs. There migh t be good reafon why 
they Ihould not now be expofed. 

Mr. WINDHAM then proceeded: he had heard long ago 
of the truth of what he had juft been ftating from very unques- 
tionable authority — indeed he had been informed of it by an 
honourable Member of that houfe, but it was not a fail of 
any great confequence. The fyftem he had alluded to, had 
been carried on all over the country, more or lefs in the nor- 
thern part of this kingdorp ; great pains had been taken with the 
poorer part of the community, to wean their affections from 
Government — and it was a fa£t notorioully known, that the 
whole plan was fupported by a purfe which he believed was 
made up in France, this he did not know, but he believed it 
to be the cafe. In anfwer to this, it might be anfwered that 
the French were not likely to contribute much money, having 
little or none to fpare upon this or any other fuch occafion, 
to which the reply was obvious. Thofe who are in a ftate of 
defperation, have always the mod money to fquander upon 
a£ts of profligacy and dilhonour ; befides, poor and wretched 
as they were, yet fuch fums however large to individuals could 
not be of any great confequence to a nation. The manner in 
which this bulinefs was conduced, was very artful. On put- 
ting thefe works of fedition into the hands of the labourer, 
they always told him they were intended for his inftrudlion. 
They reprefented their focieties as places for the inftruClion of 
the lower clafs. The proper meaning of fair inftruCUon was 
by education to teach a m&n a mode of reafoning. But this 
inftruCtion was nothing more than a general conveyance of 
particular opinions. Again, they faid that their objeCl was 
the ja|jif>agating truth, and the improvement of the condition 
of uMi ; how well thefe points had been gained we had re- 
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cent inftances. It was an attempt to reverfe the order of fo- 
ciety altogether. From the pulpit we had been accuftomed to 
hear laid down, as the foundation of all happinefs, obedience 
to the laws. From the Jacobin Club nothing was inculcated 
but difobedience to the law ; and the doCtrine that thole who 
make laws in this country have no competent authority to 
make laws. Thefe fentiments, if generally received, would 
very fpeedily overturn, all order and Government. The art 
with which thefe fentiments were introduced among the lower 
clafles of fociety was confummate ; they pretended that they 
taught nothing but philofophical truths ; but inftead of argu- 
ing philofophically in their books they made round aflertions, 
and they a&ed wifely for their purpofe by fo doing ; for the 
perfons to whom they addrefled themfelves, were incapable of 
purfuing a fubjeCl logically from premifes to a conclufion, 
nor would this mode of reafoning fuit their caufe. Not even 
thefe aflertions were made, until they had prepared the mind 
to receive them ; they gained the affections firft by flattering 
the paflions, and then they proceeded to inflruCt, as they term- 
ed it. Whether the law, even in the freeft country in the 
world, ought to permit every man to preach what doCtrines he 
thought fit, and gain over as many profelytes as he could, was 
a queltion that had often been fuggefted, and which he Should 
determine in the negative ; for thefe truths, as they were 
termed, would dwindle into nothing, if the fentiment built 
upon them could be feen, and the qonfcquences of them anti- 
cipated ; but thefe poor peafants had not the power of deduc- 
ing confequcnces, and therefore they liflened to affertion. — 
Nor could he fee the harm there was of preventing all endea- 
vours to explain to a poor, illiterate fellow, whofe extent of 
powers was but barely adequate to the talk of procuring food 
for his own fubfi Hence, points which had divided the opinions 
of the ableft writers. He faw no great lofs to fociety from 
putting an end to public-houfe political clubs, and alehoufe de- 
bates on politics ; in Short, he faw no reafon why they Should 
not be altogether fupprefled. Next came the queftion, where 
will you draw the 1 line, whom will you take up, and whom 
will yon fuffer to pafs by ; or, ihall no man give his opinion 
upon the constitution ? He faid, he could not distinguish in 
ibis cafe by any previous principle* which mult depend, as all 
Vol. XXXIV. H 
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a£ts in the law did, upon the diferetion of a competent tribu- 
nal, a jury. This point he illuftrated by feveral obfervations 
upon the various denominations of homicide and libels. But 
would he call that treafon in duodecimo, which was innocent 
in quarto ? that was what he did mean, becaufe much of the 
guilt in thefe cafes depended upon the quo animt ; and he who 
printed feditious fentiments would take care, if he intended 
mifehief, that they fhould be within the reach of the lowed 
order. Many of thefe perfons, it feems, had been calumni- 
ated by imputing to them motives which they did not avow, 
and intention's which they denied \ this obfervation, was fpe- 
cious, but not folid, for it was well known they did intend 
what they did not profefs, and this was demondrable by their 
actions ; fome indeed, when queftioned, confefled a direft in- 
tention of fubverting our Government. If they were afked if 
they were friends to our Government, they anfvvcred, yes. 
But they wanted no King, they wanted no Lords — All they 
wanted was a perfect 'reprefen tat ion of the people. Such a 
conftitution would no more be the conftitution of England 
than the conftitution of Venice ; in fhort, their view was to 
deftroy all hereditary right, and perhaps afterwards to attempt 
an equalization of property ; for one of their books dated, that 
a country could not be faid to be truly free, where there was 
fo much inequality rmong its members. Some gentlemen af- 
fefted to treat thefe things with contempt, but they ought 
not, in his mind, to be fo regarded. It was true, the high 
ranks of life were not contaminated by thefe infamous prin- 
ciples ; but if they were to caft their eyes downward, they 
would fee there lurking underneath a fort of fubterrancan heat, 
that might burft forth with prodigious violence, if not imme- 
diately extinguilhed. 

With regard to the combined armies that marched towards 
the capital of France, he believed their motives were good, and 
therefore he wifhed them fuccefs ; and fo he fhould, had their 
motives been ever fobad: that which they oppofed, was worfe 
than any confequence that could have refulted from their fuc- 
cefs. He had been told, indeed, that no country ought to in-? 
termeddle with the internal affairs of another ; this might be 
right in a limited fenfc, but it could not be fo to the length in- 
filled upon by fome modern politicians j he could conceive 
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.many inftances in which it ought to be departed from. Two 
nations might quarrel — one might be clearly in the right, and 
the other clearly in the wrong ; the continuance of their con- 
teft might affe£l the intereft of a third nation. Such a nation 
had a right to interfere. But did France purfue only her own 
internal regulation ? Did fire keep good faith in her decree, 
“ That (he abandoned for ever all ideas of foreign conqueft ?’* 
She profefled, indeed, good will to all mankind, but before a 
Frenchman could be faithful, his nature muft be changed. — 
It was their obje£l to lower this country, and in that they would 
perfift until they (ltould accomplifti their wifhes, if poflible. — 
"What was to be faid for them in the war againd the King of 
Sardinia ? Still worfe was their condudl at Geneva ; but, above 
all, who yvonld applaud their decree, '* to give liberty to man- 
kind f” Was it not avowing an intention to difturb every 
power in Europe r They talked, indeed, of giving to every 
place where their arms were vi£torious, a choice of the form of 
government ; but did they wait for the fenfc of the majority ? 
Not they indeed. When two or three were gathered together, 
&c. that was enough for them. What were their intentions 
with refpe& to this country ? Refer to the corrcfpondence of 
the Jacobin club of Manchefter and the Jacobin club of Paris, 
did any man believe that they would hefitate to bring an army 
into the heart of this country, if they thought themfelves fafe 
in fo doing ? but they did not fo much depend upon themfelves 
as they did upon their bullies in other countries. Thus, from 
all circumltauces, minute in themfelves, but of the mod feri- 
ous importance when combined, it would appear that the alarm 
was not fictitious, but real. Minifters therefore, in point of 
principle, had acted rightly in calling out the militia. They 
might be a little irregular in point of form, but as they had 
obferved the fpirit of the conllitution, they had his cordial fup- 
port. 

Mr. GREY began with dating, that he concurred with his 
honourable friend in confidering the prefent as a mod moment- 
ous period. He regretted the necefiity he was under of oppof- 
ing the honourable gentleman who had fpoken lad, while he 
fupported an adminidration wHofe uniform bad condudt was 
dill more aggravated by their prefent meafures. The fituation 
of danger, in which the country was at prefent placed, arofis 
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not. from the combinations of levellers apd republicans, who, 
he believed, were but few in number, and ftill lefs formidable, 
not from any riots which had originated frOm circumftances 
purely local ; not from any infurrc&ions, the ex i Hence of 
which had been attached to no particular fpot ; but the danger 
arofe from the meafures of Miniflers, which had (baleen the 
pillars of the publ ic fecurity, which had threatened our com- 
merce with the mod fatal confequcnecs from a war, and 
which had even been attended with a ftill more ferious evil, 
by introducing a pra£lice hoftile to the principles of the confti- 
tution itfelf. The honourable gentleman who had fpoke laft, 
had not made the dirtinflion . between alarm and danger. He 
had miftaken his own apprehenfions for the danger of which 
he was afraid. He was re&dy to allow that writings of a cer- 
tain tendency had been circu lated in great profufion, in confe- 
quence of the very means which had been taken to fupprefs 
them ; but the feditious cffe£ts which thefe writings were dat- 
ed to have had upon the minds of the people, he completely 
denied. He did not believe the minds of the people to be fo 
perverfe as to be difaffe£led to a conftitution from which they 
enjoyed fo many bleflings. Their natural good fenfe would 
prevent them from adopting any dodtrines fubverfive of that 
conftitution. He was not a friend to Paine’s dodlrines, but he 
was not to be deterred by a name from acknowledging that he 
confidered the Rights of Man as the foundation of every Go- 
vernment, and thofe who ftood out againft thefe rights as con- 
fpirators againft the people. The Rights of the People, he 
concurred with an honourable writer, in regarding as their 
advantage, and the deareft right of Englifhmen was to the pof- 
1'eilion of their conftitution, while it was maintained on its 
true principles ; but if it was abufed, the efFecl mud infallibly 
be to inflame and heat men’s minds, and Miniflers alone 
would be rcfpontiblc for the confequences which might enfue. 
If the people in this country, if the people in Scotland com- 
plain of grievances, let thefe grievances be removed, and their 
difeontehts would Ceafe. Upon this principle he had laft fef- 
fion brought forward hit propofal for reform. If the people 
Were put in poflelfion of their rights, there would be no longer 
ahy fear ertherof internal or foreign danger. ‘ Into the queftion 
of a war with France, he Ihould not enter; he (hould only re- 
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mark, that a heavy refponfibiiity mutt Fall upon Minifters, if 
they had not taken every poflible precaution to avert this cala- 
mity. He then entered into a detail of the conduct of the Mi- 
nifters, particularly in railing the late alarm. The bringing 
forward of the bufinefs of an infurre&ion, he faid, was to be 
cohfidercd as a device of the matter politicians of the time.— 
He defired that the whole of the conduft of Minitters might 
be attended to upon this occafion. On the 21ft of May, they 
had iflued a proclamation againtt feditious writings, which as 
it was particularly underftood to be dire&ed againtt Paine’s 
publications, had excited a curiofity with refpe£t to that work, 
where formerly it was not known. During the fummer, no- 
thing more had been heard, no prudent precaution had been 
taken. The retreat of tbe Duke of Brunfwick, which he, 
along with his honourable friend, as well as every friend of 
freedom, confidcred as matter of joy and exultation, had indeed 
thrown them into confufion ; ftill however they left matters to 
be regulated by chance ; nothing was heard, but of Mr. Pitt 
enjoying the fweets of his new office, and Mr. Dundas in 
Scotland reaping the fruits of his well-earned popularity. All 
at once, on the ift of December, London was furrounded 
with troops ; the Duke of Richmond threw himfelf into that 
poll of danger the tower ; an alarm was excited of which nei- 
ther the objeil nor the caufe could be difeovered. His ho- 
nourable friend had read an extraft from an hiftorian on the 
fubje& of the Popifh plot. He fhould read a paflage from 
another hiftorian on the fame fubje&, which, in his opinion, 
might, with great propriety, be applied now to the ftate of 
the public mind, and the impreffion produced by the alarm 
excited by Minifters : “ Some myfterious defign was ftill fuf- 
pc£ed in every enterprize and profeffion : each breath of ru- 
mour made the people ftart with anxiety. While in this ti- 
morous, zealous difpofition, the cry of a plot all on a fudden 
ftruck their ears : they were wakened from their flumber, and 
like men affrightened, and in the dark, took every figure for a 
fpe&re. The terror of each man became the fource of terror 
to another. And an univerfal panic being diffufed, reafon 
and argument, and common fciife and common humanity,, 
loft all influence over them.” If Minifters could not ftate the 
caufe of the alarm which they had excited ; 'they had fubje£ted 
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themfelves to the fevere cenfure both of that Houfe and the 
Public : he could not by any means allow that the opinions of 
an individual ihould be fet above the laws ; and therefore he 
was of opinion that none but a fpecific caufe could be admitted 
or this occafion as a juftification of thofe extraordinary mea- 
fures which had been purfued by Miniftry. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, that he never was more afto- 
niihed than at fome things which, in the courfe of that night’s 
debate, he had heard drop from an honourable gentleman op- 
pofite. At the fame time, he was extremely happy to exprefs 
his approbation of the univerfal reprobation of any fyflcm which 
tended to deftroy the radical points of the conftitution, a repro- 
bation from which the enemies of the country, both foreign 
and domcftic, might learn that they could expert no leading 
charatders in that Houfe to fupport or countenance them in 
any attempts againft the conftitution. But he was aftoniihed 
at what the honourable gentleman had faid with refpedt to uni- 
verfal liberty, and the unlimited right of difeuflion, points in 
which he differed from the wifdom and pradlice of all ages and 
countries, fo that he might, upon this occafion, lay claim to 
the merit of difeovery. But had he forgotten, that upon a for- 
mer occafion, he had a&ed inconfiftently with thofe maxims 
which he now delivered, when he had concurred with the At- 
torney General to bring a profecution againft a libel upon the 
Houfe of Commons relative to the trial of Mr. Haftings ? If 
it was proper that the Houfe of Commons ihould then vindi- 
cate their character, it was no lefs reasonable that the other 
branches of the Legifiaturc ihould, upon this occafion, when 
they had been fo much attacked, take the means to enforce the 
refpe& due to themfelves, and fupport that cohfequcnce which 
juftly belonged to them. This country, he affirmed at prefent 
to be the only one where the prefs enjoyed fo great a degree of 
freedom. He would aik, what would now be the confequence 
in France to him who ihould dare to make a motion in favour 
of diftrefled Royalty ? There, no opinions were allowed to b.e 
publifhed which were inconiiftent with the views of the leading 
party. The extent to which the honourable gentleman had 
carried his do&rine of difeuflion, was inconfiftent with the 
linaxims of every Government, and indeed could not be recon- 
ciled with the fafety of any State. He allowed, indeed, that 
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part of his reafoning to be Fair, which dated, if there exifted 
discontents in confequence of grievances, the proper method of 
getting rid of thofe difeontents was, to remove the grievances 
which afforded ground of complaint. ' But what was to be faid, 
or what conduct could be adopted, when the complaint wa$ 
not of any particular grievance existing in the constitution ; 
when the redrefs demanded was not to be accomplished by any 
partial remedy, but when the constitution itfelf was held oot 
as a grievance, and nothing lefs was aimed at than a total fub- 
verfion of the prefent fy item of Government. In this cafe 
was it not proper for Ministers to ufc every means in their 
power to prevent feditious notions from being inftilled into the 
minds of the lower clafies, and to guard them from difeontents 
which might be attended with fuch fatal confequences. The 
prefent question was of the moSl ferious moment, it affected 
the whole of the constitution. Thofe people who complained 
of grievances, were not taught to expert a remedy from the 
constitution. Dodlrines had been inculcated to them of a very 
different tendency ; it had been reprefented to them, that the 
prefent Parliaments, fucceflors of thofe who fat only three 
years, had, by their own authority, extended their fittings to 
a period of feven years ; that they were a body wholly corrupt- 
ed, and incapable of redreSTing grievances, which they had 
themfelves fo great a Share in promoting. It was Slated, that 
now was the time for the people to aSTcrt their own rights, and 
to follow that example which had been fet them by France. — 
The influence of fuch fentiments on the lower dalles was 
considerable, and many of them had been taught to adopt the 
language which he had now deferibed. He believed indeed 
that the great body of the refpe&able and opulent part of the 
community were entirely free from fuch fentiments, and that 
they were likewife held in abhorrence by the numerous middle 
clafs, who formed fo important an order of the State. Among 
thefe he believed that there prevailed the moll perfect attach- 
ment to the constitution, and the mofl determined refolution 
to fupport it from every attack. But in confequence of th6 
dodrines which he had reprefented, the lower dalles had been 
impreSTed with an idea of liberty and equality, not flowing 
from the privileges of the constitution ; they had been taught 
to afpire at an equal Share in the Legislative Government of 
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the country* upon the principle that one man is as good as 
smother, and that there ought to be no diftin&ion of claims, 
it nee the rights of all were founded upon the fame baits. Nay 
their views had not flopped here ; they not only propofed to 
confound didinCtions, but to invade the rights of property, 
and eflabliih an equal divifton of pofleflions among ail the 
Members of the community. An Agrarian law was very fa- 
miliarly talked of among the common people, a phrafe which 
it is evident they muft have acquired from fome other foiircc. 
Thefe were fads, which he dated dire&Jy, either from his 
own obfervation, or information; and would any one after- 
wards pretend toaflert, that there was no ground for alarm, 
or to deny the exiftence of danger ? It had been faid that the 
effect of the proclamation had been to circulate more exten- 
fively wtitings of a feditious nature. He would not deny that 
nothing was more favourable to the fuccefs of any work than 
to render it an objeCt of public curioGty, and that from this 
caufe the very means taken to fupprefs'a publication had often 
a direCt contrary effeft. But this had not been the cafe in the 
prefent indance, the people would never have heard of Paine’s 
work, in confequence of the proclamation, if the utmodr art 
and induflry had not been ufed by thofe, who fird promoted 
that publication, to circulate it among them. It was difperfed 
throughout the country, and fold at a very low price ; it was 
tranfmitted to every village ; it was contrived that it fhould find 
its way even into every cottage. The circulation then was 
not, as had been dated, the natural confequence of the procla- 
mation; but of the artificial means taken to promote it ; it had 
by thefe means been forced upon the perufal of every man who 
was able to read. The only fubjeft of debate this evening* 
was the exiftence of that alarm which had been dated to pre- 
vail in the country. This alarm had been reprelented as not 
founded in any real danger, but merely a device of Miniftry to 
anfwer their own purpofes. And here he could not help ad- 
verting to the different and contradictory charges brought 
againft Minifters, as fuited the prefent views of thofe gentlemen 
who were hoftile to their cneafures. At one time they were 
completely vilified, and repiefented, fo far from having any 
weight in the country, as difregarded and contemned, as dif- 
trufted in their meafures, and incapable of giving any imprcL 
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fion to the public fentiment. At another time, they were de- 
fcribed as having in their hands the whole opinions of the 
people, as capable to give them any direction they chofe? and 
convert them to any ufe which might fuit the objeCf of their 
temporary policy, and on this ground it was that they were 
defcribed as having created the late alarm. But he appealed 
to the Members coming from the country, and who had op- 
portunities to be acquainted with the fituation of the public 
mind, to declare from their own obfervation and experience, 
whether fuch an alarm had not exifted previous to the ifluing 
of the proclamation for calling out the militia, and fummon- 
ing the attendance of Parliament. The fa£l was that an uni- 
verfal and moll ferious alarm had been excited among the 
country gentlemen, farmers, &c. and fome active meafures 
were neceflary on the part of government, in order to reftore 
confidence to the country, and -prevent the dangers which 
threatened its fecurity. In Scotland he had been far from 
idle. With refpeCt to his popularity in that country, if thofe 
who had laboured to create prejudices againft bina had meant 
to occafion him uneafinefs, they had certainly fucceeded. 

He mud own that he loved popularity, and that the odium - 
created againft him among his countrymen, from whatever 
pretence, had afforded him a very difagreeable fenfation. He 
regretted it exceedingly, as in the fhort vifits which his official 
en g a g eme nts allowed him to pay to Scotland, he wiflied to 
meet all his countrymen, even of the loweft rank, upon the 
footing of friends and brothers. But he fhould take a future 
opportunity to enter into the detail of this bufinefs. He fhould 
now ftate that during the laft fix weeks he had fpent in Scot- 
land, he had been vifited from every quarter, by the great 
manufacturers, by Magiftrates, and by gentlemen, from parts 
of the country where there were no Magiftrates, all exprelling 
their alarm at the fituation of the country ; and requefting the 
interference of Government, to check a fpirit which threaten- 
ed to be attended with fuch dangerous confequences. He de- 
filed gentlemen to attend to the tenor of the King’s fpeech, 
and then from a view of the whole fubjeCl, to pronounce on 
the legality and propriety of the meafures employed by Mini- 
fters in the prefent crifis. He would firft call their attention to 
otir fituation at home, where there wes clearly purfued, a fyf- 
Vol. XXXIV. * I 
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tematical defign to overturn the conftitution of the country. — 
The proceedings of different focicties afforded full proof of this 
aflertion. The queftion of parliamentary reform was no 
doubt in itfelf a fair fubjeCt of difcufiion, and might with great 
propriety be takefi up, when the difcuflion would be attended 
with no mifchief. But under this pretext of a reform a va- 
riety of topics had been urged tending to excite difeontents in 
the minds of the people ; the example of France had been held 
out for imitation, not only with regard to their objeCl, but 
likewife with regard to the means of attaining that object.— - 
An example had thus been held out of breaking down all dis- 
tinctions, and giving a blow which fhould at once prove fatal 
to the monarchy and ariftocracy of the country. Thofe focie- 
ties, on the model of the affiliated focieties abroad, held a cor- 
refpondence with France, for the purpofe of overturning the 
conftitution, and even fent Members to Paris to procure in- 
ftru&ions. When he talked however of thefe evils, he did not 
mean to inculcate a fentiment of defpondency, or infinuate 
that no remedy could be found. On the contrary, he confi- 
dered the prefent meafures adopted by Government as afford- 
ing that very remedy. To this alarm, which originated from 
the feditious fpirit of the lower claifes, was added, the confi- 
deration of the fituation of this country with refpeCt to foreign 
parts. 

The National Convention had fhewn themfelves difpofed to 
countenance every complaint of grievances from the difeon- 
tented and factious in this country ; in proof of which he read 
an addrefs of feveral focieties, ftated to be figned by five hun- 
dred perfons in this country, prefented to the Convention on 
the 7th of November, and by them ordered to be printed, and 
copies fent to the armies and all the departments. He like- 
wife mentioned an addrefs from a fociety in Rochefter, of 
which, however, the authenticity had fince been called ftrong- 
Iy in queftion ; the applaufe, however, with which it was re- 
ceived was a fufficient proof of the temper of the Convention. 
Was this then not a time for alarm, when perfons wifhed to 
fubvert the Conftitution in conjunction with foreign powers. 
He alluded to that late decree by which the Convention de- 
clared their intention vo fupport all who fhould call for their 
aftiftance in afferting their freedom, and aiked to be informed 
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what French liberty 'meant. It was evidently not the liberty of 
the Britifh Conftitution, compofed of a King, Lords, and 
Commons ; that Conftitution which we had fo long enjoyed, 
and under which we had experienced fo many bleftings. Not- 
withftanding their profeflions of fraternity, it was evident that 
what the French had had in view was the aggrandifement of 
their dominions, and the eftablifhmcnt of their own Govern- 
ment. This was fufficiently proved by their conduct in add- 
ing Savoy as an eighty-fourth department, and by their beha- 
viour with refpeft to Geneva. What right had they to impofe 
their own Conftitution in the Netherlands ? and why did they 
now a(k Holland .to open the Scheldt, but that they might fend 
armed veflels againft the Emperor ? This demand from the 
Dutch to fuch a purpofe was a meafure with which, as a neu- 
tral people, they could by no means comply. Nobody depre- 
cated the calamity of a war more than he did — a calamity 
which he prayed that God might avert. Minifters had been 
accufed of remiflnefs in not taking the proper precautions to 
prevent the danger which hail now occurred of impending hof- 
tility. He fhould only beg to remark, that on the 20th of 
November an intention had firft been announced on the part of 
the French to open the Scheldt. The meafures of Miniftry 
had been adopted a few days after receiving this information, 
and Parliament was now met on the 13th of December. He 
then referred to the treaties which eftabliftied the right of the 
Dutch to keep the Scheldt Unit : this right went fo far back as 
the treaty of Munfter : it was more particularly confirmed by 
a treaty of 1785, in which the French themfelves acted as 
guarantees. And now that Holland was taken out of the - 
hands of the French, and again united to its natural ally, this 
country, we were bound to protect them by the moll folemn 
engagements of treaty ; and of a treaty too, the ratification of 
which had afforded matter of fuch general exultation to all 
parties. While he prayed that war might be averted, there 
^vas an evil which he confidered as ftill more ferious than war, 
and to prevent jwhich a war would certainly be highly juftifia- 
ble, namely, the farther interpofition of France ini concert 
with the difeontented perfons in this country to fubvert the 
Conftitution. . The intereft and honour of this country equally 
required that we fhould protect Holland upon this occafton, 
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and convince it that it was happier for it in this inftance to be 
connected with Great Britain than any other power. With 
refpe& to the queftion whether the diflurbances which had been 
flated to exifl in the country had authorifed Mini (try to have 
recourfe to the meafures which they had taken, or whether an 
amendment which conveyed ccnfure of thefe meafures ought to 
be adopted, he Ihould beg leave to fay a few words. When 
the law upon which Mini (try had ailed added the cafe of in- 
furreftion to thofe of invafion or rebellion, it certainly mdhnt 
to authorife the executive power to call out the militia in a cafe 
lefs than either of thefe latter. If he was a Iked what fir icily 
conflituted an infurreilion, he mull own that he fhould find it 
difficult to give any precife definition. But what he fhould 
pow flate was, that there fubfifted a very confiderable ferment 
in the country ; that this ferment had broke out in different 
fhapes. What had palled at Yarmouth, Shields, Leith, &c., 
he could confider as nothing lefs than an infurreilion. Upon 
thefe occafions it had been neceflary to call in the affiflance of 
the military ; and when fuch alarming appearances difplayed 
themfelves, it certainly was the duty of Government to take 
thofe precautions which the law authorifed for the fecurity of 
the country and the maintenance of public tranquillity. In 
Scotland, more particularly, a fpirit of turbulence had appear- 
ed in feveral places. Mobs had taken place at Dundee, Perth, 
and Aberdeen. At Dundee the pretext of the diflurbance, in 
its commencement, was flated to be fome difeontents with re- 
fpeil to meal ; but it was not long before the fhouts of liberty 
and equality were heard to refound from every quarter of the 
mob affembled upon the occafion. Some even called out No 
Excife ! No King ! and they concluded with planting the tree 
of Liberty, that badge of fedition, that emblem of all thofe 
pernicious do&rines conneiled with that fyflem which France 
was fo defirous to eflablifh, and which fo much ppins had been 
taken to inculcate in this country. Upon this occafion the 
magiflrates had been obliged to make application for the affijf- 
tance of the military, a party of whom, at an inftant’s ward- 
ing, had crofted the Frith of Forth. Such were the fails 
which he had to (late, and which, in his opinion, fully jufli- 
fied Miniflry in the.meafures which they had adopted. Whe- 
ther thefe fails conflituted an infurrc£lion ; was a circumstance 
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'which gentlemen on the other fide feemed inclinable to difpute. 
He fhould not now enter into the conteft of words. He 
fhould only remark, that a mob on one occafion, and in par- 
ticular circumftances, might conftitute an infurredlion, which 
would hot at another period, and in different circumftances. 
In confidering what particular a£ls might amount to infurrec- 
tion, regard was to be had to the fituation of the country and 
the fpirit of the times. After all, Miniftry had certainly a&ed 
much better in calling out the militia than by making any ad- 
dition to the (landing force. The militia were a force always 
at hand, always in readinefs to a£l upon any emergency. They 
were a force which called forth the property and refpc&ability 
of the country ; and what was moft defirable, put the protec- 
tion of the country into the hands of thofe who had moft at 
flake, and were moft deeply interefted in its welfare. The 
fituation of the country became more critical, and the neceftity 
for the meafures adopted by Miniftry appeared greater when it 
appeared that, in addition to domeftic alarm, there was like- 
wife fuperadded foreign alarm. They had now not only to 
guard againft the confequences of thofe ferments which agi- 
tated the country, but to provide for the danger of a foreign 
war. If M-inifters, therefore, fhould be accufed with not 
having adhered to the letter of the law, he fhould appeal to the 
merchants and landed gentlemen whether they did not feel 
thankful for the precautions which had been taken. The 
meafures which had been taken had not, as was dated from the 
other fide, the effect to excite alarm ; on the contrary, they 
had tended to remove it, and to reilore, in fome degree, the 
confidence and fecurity of the public mind. He wiflied the' 
honourable gentleman had not alluded to the Hate of Ireland, 
of the Legiflature of which he was no Member. Ireland had 
a Legiflature of its own, and certainly that Houfe had no right 
to interfere in difeuflions, which had not yet received a decifion 
jn the proper quarter. The confequence of fuch unneceflary 
and premature interference, could only be to provoke thofe 
difturbances which it was defirable to avert. He begged to be 
excufed from entering into the fubje£l of Ruffia and Poland, 
otherwjfe than to obferve, that if there had not been fuch a diy 
vifion in the Houfe on the fubjetSl of the Ruffian war, Poland, 
probably would have efcaped her prefent fate. 
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Mr. FOX rofe to explain. He faid that he had never laid 
it down that libels, but only that fpeculative opinions on Go- 
vernment, ought not to be profecuted. The libel he had pro- 
fecuted was not a fpeculative opinion, but a pofitive rcfle&ion 
on the chara&er and condu£t of the H >ufe of Commons ; and 
he would fay, that if a libel were now pubJifhed, reflecting on 
the charafter and conduCt of the King, or the character and 
conduCt of the Houfe of Lords, that libel ought likewife to 
fuffer profecution. When he fpoke of Ireland, he exprefled 
himfelf without any reference to her parliamentary indepen- 
dence. He certainly could not be fufpcCted of any intention 
to injure an independence, which he had ever been moft ready 
to affert. What he' had faid, was meant as a leflTon to our- 
felves, and he thought that the more franknefs was maintained 
on the fubjeCt, the better would the event prove for both coun- 
tries. On the fubjeCt of Poland, he profefled himfelf ready, 
at any time, to meet the right honourable gentleman in dif- 
culflon. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that though what had been faid by 
his honourable friend fully exprefled his opinions, yet he could 
not prevail upon himfelf on the prefent occafion to be wholly 
filent. The honourable Secretary had in a manner called upon 
every Member that night to make his probation, to avow his 
political creed. He had dated as a great acquifition the de- 
clarations which had been made on every fide of attachment 
to the conftitution. Till the proclamation was ifliicd, that 
attachment had never been called in quertion. He believed 
that there never exifted a conftitution fo dear to the generality 
of the people. So ftrong was his perfuafion of this, that if 
a convention were nominated by the free vote of every man in 
the country, for the purpofe of framing a Government, he 
firmly believed they would exprefs no other wifh than for the 
conftitution which had been tranfmitted to us by the virtue of 
our anceftors, and would retain the form, the fubftance, and 
principles of thdt conftitution. But he trufted that there ex- 
ifted in this country a firm fet of men, who would not fuffer 
the errors and abufes of that conftitution to be held as facred 
as the conftitution itfelf. The imputation contained in the 
fpeech, and to which he regretted that an honourable friend of 
his had fubferibed, he confidcfed as highly unjuft. It was the 
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Crown preferring a bill of indictment again ft the loyalty of 
the people. That bill was not a true one: If there were 
really any {editions perfons in this country, who wifhed to 
overturn the conftitution, their numbers were 'as fmall as their 
deligns were deteftable. Minifters themfelves had created the 
alarm, and it was the duty of that Houfe, before they Ihould 
proceed farther, to go into an inquiry refpe&ing the circum- 
ftances which were allcdged as the ground of that alarm.— 
Should they rely upon the information of miniftry, or aft in 
confequence of that information, when there was reafon to 
think that they had themfelves forged the plot ? He hoped it 
was not underftood that thofe who rejoiced in the revolution in 
France likewife approved of all the fubfequent excefles. That 
indeed would be a v. ry unfair mode of rcafoning. The ho- 
nourable Secretary had read an addrefs to the convention, 
figned by 5000 perfons in this country, but which unfortu- 
nately had got only one name affixed to it. As to the other 
addrefs which he had mentioned, the addrefs from a fociefy at 
Rochefter, it appeared to be a clumfy joke upon the conven- 
tion, as it afterwards turned out that no fuch fociety really ex- 
ifted. The formidable band of republicans, who had meea 
mentioned to exift in this country Teemed to be men in buck- 
ram. The manner in which the addreifes from this couutry 
had bced received by the convention, certainty argued on their 
part bad difpolitions, but was no proof of treacherous defigns. 
But it had been faid, would not the defeription of men who 
had been reprefented as entertaining feditious views, wilh for a 
French army to be introduced into this country ? Such was 
his idea of the character of Engliihmen, that he fhould take 
upon him to aflert, that were but one French foldier to land 
upon our coaft upon the idea of effe&ing any change in our 
Government, every hand and heart in the country would be 
roufed by the indignity,, and unite to oppofe fo infultingan at- 
tempt. Of the riot at Salifbury the honourable gentleman had 
been completely milinformed, no fuch riot had exifted and 
that at Dundee was foon quelled without calling in the mili- 
tary. But what had been done fince the militia had been called 
out ? Soldiers brought into the vicinity of the metropolis, and 
the Tower fortified ; and all this, bccaufe there had been a riot 
at Dundee in Scotland. No fuch tpeafures had been taken in 
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Scotland when the riot had happened. As to the honourable 
gentleman’s popularity, he was glad that he now prized it 
more than he had done lalt year ; but he ought not to wonder 
that it had been dimini (hed, when he refleXed that Scotland 
ha*d in vain petitioned for fix years for a reform in Parliament. 
He fhould take no other notice of his reflexions on thofe whom 
he reprefented as having taken pains to deprive him of his-po- 
pularity, than by faying, that if he wilhed to know who was 
that perfon who had deprived him of his popularity in Scot- 
land, he (hould anfwer it was Mr. Secretary Dundas him- 
felf. 

As to the queftion of a war, he fhould vote that Englifh 
Minifter to be impeached, who fhould enter into a war, for 
the purpofe of re-eftablifhing the former defpotifm in France, 
who fhould dare in fuch a caufe to fpend one guinea, or fpill 
one drop of blood. A war in the prefent moment he confider- 
ed ought only to be undertaken on the ground of the moll in- 
evitable neceflity. He did not confider the opening of the 
^Scheldt as a fufficient ground for war, nor did he believe that 
the Dutch would on this account apply to this country for its 
hoftile interference, unlefs they had previoufly received inftruc- 
tions for the purpofe. 

Mr. THOMAS GRENVILLE rofe, to explain the pre- 
cife grounds upon which he fhould wifh to vote for an amend- 
ment. Laft feflion, flruck with the danger to which this 
country was expofed by a feditious fpirit that had made its ap- 
pearance, he was defirous of calling upon the Executive Go- 
vernment to take fuch meafures as might be effectual to oppofc 
its progrefs. Upon this ground he had voted for the proclama- 
tion that was brought forward. He had no reafon now to re- 
gret his vote, except that he had then the misfortune to differ 
hi opinion with thofe honourable gentlemen with whom, upon 
molt other occafions, he agreed. All the advantages had re- 
fulted from the meafiire which he defired or expeXed, and the 
fpirit of fedition had been fully met by that fpirit of loyalty 
which had mani felted it/elf on the part of the people. Such 
was the flate of affairs, when a proclamation makes its ap- 
pearance for fummoning Parliament, within fourteen days, a. 
mcafurc entirely new, and grounded upon the country then be- 
4 ng in a date of aXual infurreXion. Nothing that had been 
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mentioned appeared to him by any means equivalent to an in- 
furredtion. He was of opinion that the Hate of the country 
was ill defcribed by the proclamation, and he was the more 
induced to come'forward with this opinion ; as he was appre- 
henfive that danger might arife from fuch exaggeration. It 
was the more necellary to ufe caution on the prefent occafion, 
as this was the firft inftance in which this law had been em- 
ployed, and the firft ufe of a law always gives great weight to 
its future and fubfequent application. He had only one word 
to fay o’n the conduct of Government, with refpedt to the 
French. The fyftem of neutrality which they had hitherto 
adopted, had met with the moll perfedt approbation of the peo- 
ple, and he trufted that they would not lightly depart from it. 
The more juft and moderate our condudt was towards them, 
on the better grounds fhould we be able to enter into a war 
with them, if their condudt, on the contrary, {hould prove in- 
folent and overbearing. 

Mr. BURKE faid, that this was indeed a day of trial of the 
conftitution. He agreed with an honourable gentleman in re- 
garding the prefent as a moft momentous crifis, but for diffe- 
rent rcafons from thofe which he had afligned. He congratu- 
lated the Houfe on the Chief Magiftrate of the city of London 
having come forward in a manner fo honourable to himfelf, 
and could not let flip this occafion of paying a juft tribute to 
the fervices which the city of London had at different times 
rendered to the conftitution, under whofe aufpices it had rifen 
to its prefent opulence and grandeur. It had diftinguifhed it- 
felf by the part which it ailed both in the reftoration and re- 
volution. It was fenfible how clofely liberty and monarchy 
were conne&cd in this country, that they were never to be 
found afunder ; that they had flourifhed together a thoufand 
years ; and that from this union had refulted the glory and 
profperity of the nation. 

While he did juftice to the talents and eloquence of a right 
honourable gentleman, (Mr. Fox) whom nobody could more 
highly refped and admire than himfelf, and whom he fhould 
rejoice to fee occupying an important ftation in the adminiftra- 
tion of the country, for which he was fo well qualified, he 
could hot help remarking, that on the prefent occafion he had 
taken up a great many invidious points, which he might have 
Vot. XXXIV. K 
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fpared, without any injury to his argument. He had alferted 
that the ftatement of an infurre&ion was a calumny on the 
country. But did the proclamation fay that the whole country 
was. in a ftateof infurredlion ? He would a He the right honour- 
able gentleman, whom he could only compare to Cicero, whe- 
ther, when Cicero affirmed in the fenate, that there exiffed 
within the walls of Rome itfelf a confpiracy for burning and 
deftroying that great city, he was guilty of a libel upon the 
people of Rome, or only upon Catiline ? The charge of in- 
furre&ion made in the proclamation, was not a charge upon 
the country, but only upon fome people in it. But the alarm 
which had been excited, had been faid to be artificial, and 
ranked among the number of falfe plots. The Popifh plot had 
been brought forward, as affording an infiance of a fimilar de- 
vice, for the purpofe of creating alarm, to what had been em- 
ployed on this oceafion. But were there no inftances of real 
plots to be found in this country ? What was become of the 
gunpowder plot, and the different plots which were formed 
againff Queen Elizabeth ? Falfe plots would never have been 
believed, if there had not fometimes been true. This reafon- 
ing, therefore, againff the reality of the alarm which had taken 
place, was by no means conclufive. He had been not a little 
furprifed at a violent declamation in favour of liberty, which 
had fallen from the right honourable gentleman, as if, on the 
prefent oceafion, liberty was placed on the one hand, aud de- 
fpotifm on the other. He, for his own part, declared himfclf 
to be not a defender of mi n iff ry or of oppofition, but of the 
country in France he would affirm there exiffed no true liberty. 
As a proof that liberty was enjoyed, he would afk, is life, is 
property, fecure ? Was this the cafe in France, where both 
were every moment expofcd to -danger, and where, inffead of 
one Baffillc, a Baftille was now ere&ed in every parifh ? He 
was one of thofe who lamented the retreat of the Duke of 
Brunfwick ; aud he muff own, that he thought even a defpo- 
tifm, where fife and property were fecure, preferable to that 
ftate of liberty, where both were continually liable to be in- 
vaded. What he dreaded, fhould French principles be intro- 
duced into this country, was the definition of the whole or- 
der of civil fife, not only that we fhould lofe King, Lords, 
and Commons; but our property, our wives, every thing that 
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was dear and facred. Who would with the mofals of the 
jprefent Legislators of France to be introduced into this coun- 
try ? What parent would wifh his fon to refemble a Carra, 
a Marat, a Danton, a Roberfpierrc ? Or would he wiih him 
to copy the example of a Petion ? Or Should he Search the 
deepeSt recefles of Hell, where could he find a more complete 
model of depravity than Monfieur Egalite ? 

He- would affirm, that there was a fa&ion in this country, 
who wiShed to fubmit it to France, in order that our Govern- 
ment might be reformed upon the French fyftem. He would 
likewife affirm, that the French cheriflied views upon this 
country ; that they encouraged this faction, and were difpofed 
to aid them in their views of overturning our constitution. As 
a proof of this, he Should translate from their own Gazette the 
following account of their proceedings : 

** The President — “ You decreed yefterday, that two de- 
“ pu tat ions of Englishmen Should be admitted to the bar. I 
“ am going to order it to be opened for them.” 

“ The firft deputation being admitted, the fpokefman ad- 
“ drefled the convention as follows : 

“ Citizens, Legislators ! 

“ The Britifh and IriSh citizens refident at Paris, constantly 
“ animated by thofe principles which have given rife anjl 
“ fuccefs to the French revolution, met laft Sunday to celc- 
“ brate the fuccefs of your arms, and agreed to prefent to you 
** their fentiments, and to congratulate you on thofe events 
“ which are fo favourable an omen for all people who with 
“ to become free. Receive then that pure and fraternal hom- 
“ age of men who bear in their hearts all the principles of 
“ that constitution which you are going to give to your coun- 
“ try. Hitherto wars have been only undertaken to gratify 
“ the ambition and pride of defpots. You have takei) up arms 
** only to make reafon and liberty triumph. We hope the 
“ troops of liberty will hot lay them down until there Shall be 
“ no more tyrants or Slaves.” 

“ The President answered the deputation as republicans. — 
“ He faid, “ Royalty in Europe was in the agonies of death ; 
,f that the declaration of rights now placed by the fide of 
** Thrones, was a Sire which in the end would caofume them * 
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“ ^and he. even hoped that the time was not far diftant when 
France, England, Scotland, and Ireland — all Europe! all 
“ mankind! would form but one peaceful family.” 

tf The fecond deputation was from the conftitutional fo- 
(t ciety of London, and confided of Joel Barlow and J. Froft, 
who prefcnted an addrefs, congratulating the French on the 
“ revolution they had accomplifhed, and the fuccefs that had 
* f attended their arms; exprcfling a hope at the fame time 
that other nations would foon follow their example. The 
“ deputies added, that they had fent 1000 pair of flioes as a 
** patriotic gift to the foldiers of liberty. The addrefs was 
“ figned by Lord Sempill, Prefident, and D. Adams, Secret 
*• tafy.” 

The reading of this detail he accompanied with many re- 
marks. Thefe proceedings, he faid, had taken place on the 
fame day, in which there had been a difculfion in the conven- 
tion refpecling the union of Savoy to France. On that occa- 
fion, the Prefident had obferved, that nature pointed out this 
union ; that France and Savoy were already connc&ed by phy- 
sical and moral ties. This gentle people, in adding the coun- 
try of their neighbours to their own dominions, only follow 
the mild laws of nature ; whenever they have a mind to make 
an acquifitionof territory, they difeover their claim to it to be 
eftaMifhed by phyfical and moral ties: no doubt they will foon 
find out this phyfical and moral connection fubfifting between 
them and this country, though we unfortunately have been fc- 
parated from them by a violent convulfion : of thofe perfons, 
who had figned the addrefs from the fociety for conftitutional 
information, he knew little or nothing, excepting John Froft : 
he was notorious; his character, he believed, was pretty 
well known to both fides of the Houfe ; the gentlemen of the 
Treafury particularly had reafon to be acquainted with it. If 
Englifhmen, he remarked, had in this manner applied to 
Louis XVI. to reform our Government, and had been favour- 
ably received by him, would not this have been confidered 
as an ag g reflion by this country? It was, indeed, a portent 
and prodigy that Englifhmen fhould not be able to find liberty 
at home, and fhould be obliged to feek it elfewhere. What 
rendered the fa&ious in this country particularly dangerous, 
Was their connexion with the band of French robbers and 
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aflaffins. The French had declared war againfl all Kings, 
and of confcquencc againft this country, if it had a King — - 
The queftioa now was not whether we fhould make an add refs 
to the Throne, but whether we fhould have a Throne at all ? 
He concluded with recommending the unanimity fo dehrable 
upon this occafion, and with reprcfcnting the danger which 
might arife from the progrcfs of the French arms, if not fpee- 
dily refifted : their power had already become formidable to 
the whole of Europe, and if we would not have Europe gone 
from us, it was nccelTary that \vc fhould interpofe by the moil 
effectual means to (lop their farther career. 

Mr. ANSTRUTJ1ER faid, there were two queftions be- 
fore the Houfe, 1 . With refpcct to the exigence of an infor- 
mation ; 1 . The expedience of the meafurcs that had been 
adopted by adminiftralion. Gentlemen affected to undervalue 
the alarm which had reached from one end of the nation to the 
other, and which had exifled in a very (Irong degree eight or 
ten days before minillry had rccourfe to the meafure of id'uing 
the ' proclamations. He afked, if thofe writings which had 
been publ idled and circulated with fo much induftry, had not 
a tendency to vilify every part of our Conllitution r Fie de- 
fired gentlemen to recollect the mifehiefs which had happened 
five years before the bill had patted, authorizing His Majefly 
to call out the militia, and fumraon Parliament, in cafes of 
infurreilion, from want of Similar precautions to thofe w'hich 
had been employed on this occafion. He dated, that there 
were informations of different forts, and that the nature of the 
infurreition was determined by the circumdances which at- 
tended it. In adverting to the fituations of this country, as 
influenced by the prefent (late of affairs in France, he went 
over the fame ground that had been taken up by the preceding 
fpeaker. He thought that the amendment implied a great deal 
more than it held out, and was intended to convey a cenforeof 
the whole conduit of adminiftration. For his own part, he 
believed the exiftence and reality of the danger, and that Mi- 
nifies, fo far from exciting a premature or groundlefs alarm, 
had rather been too late in adopting their meafurcs of precau- 
tion. For thefe reafons, he heartily concurred in approving 
of the addrefs. With refpeit to what had been faid of a fo- 
reign war, lie certainly confidered war at all times as a cala- 
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mity, but if a war was light, it became our duty bravely 
and boldly to meet it, and we ihould thus make the calamity 
lefs. 

Mr. HUSSEY Hated that there had been no riot in Salifbury. 
A journeyman printer, at a public houfe, having drank the 
health of “ Thomas Paine, and d — n the King,” was deliver- 
ed intocuHody: but the foldiery arrived at Salifbury after this 
event, and not at the requifition of any Magiftrate of the 
city. Except this circumflance which he had Hated, there had 
been no riot whatever. 

Mr. Dundas, Sir George Yonge, and Mr. Hufley entered 
into a convcrfation on this circumdance, in the courfe of 
which it was explained that the foldiers had been fent at the 
requifition of a MagiHrate of the country, and in confequencc 
of fome riot apprehended at the market place. 

Mr. HUSSEY expreffed how much on this occafion he 
wifhed for unanimity, and how very fortunate a circumHance 
he fhould confider it, if all the Members could be brought to 
concur in the expreffion of the fame fentiments. 

Colonel MACLEOD Hated, that thofe concerned in the 
riot at Dundee, which had been fo much exaggerated by the 
honourable Secretary, were merely boys, the eldeH of whom 
did not exceed t6, who had met together for the purpofc of 
playing at the game of planting the tree of liberty, a diverfion 
which he had no doubt was as harmlefs with them as any 
amufement whatever. 

Mr. ERSKINE faid, that he felt very great anxiety on the 
prefent occafion, as a Member of a fociety for reform, from 
the general defeription which had been given of thofe focieties, 
as aflociated under fpecious pretexts of reform, but in reality 
for very different purpofes. He profefTed himfelf as much at- 
tached to the conHitution as any man. From his connexion 
with a great perfonage, he ihould be the laH to come forward 
to injure that conHitution. The diHurbances which were now 
fo much talked of, might be traced back to their origin : 
pone of them had-exifted at the time the proclamation made 
its appearance. There had certainly been great remifTnefs on 
the part of Minifters, fince no information had been exhibited 
agatnft that work, againft which the proclamation was chiefly 
directed, till a year and a half after its publication. No alarm 
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had in fa£l been excited, till that fociety with whom he was 
conneXed had come forward, for the purpofe of a reform in 
Parliament. But what was the ground of danger, fince the 
honourable Secretary had himfelf dated, that not only all the 
higher and more refpeXable clafs of the community, but like- 
wife all the middle clafs, who computed nine tenths of the 
whole, were perfectly attached to the conditution, and pre- 
pared to defend it from every attack. Several refleXions had, 
in the courfc of the debate, been thrown out on a work which 
was the fubjeX of profccuiion ; the trial would come on in a 
few days, and he intreated gentlemen not to prejudge the 
caufe. With rcfpcX to France, a right honourable gentleman 
had given a very different reprefentation of the date of that 
country, from what he had done in a work publifhed two 
years fince. That nation, which he had then placed in fo 
contemptible a point of view, and to which he had predicted 
nothing but calamity and difgrace, he now deferibed as every 
where extending its conqueds, and become formidable to the 
whole of Europe. So far he had feen occafion to alter his fen- 
fiments. But if this nation was become fo formidable, was 
this a reafon why we fhould go to war with her, or not rather 
feek to avert it ? Or if the people were that defperate band of 
robbers and afladins which the right honourable gentlemandiad 
reprefented, were thefe to be confidered defirable enemies? 
The right honourable Secretary had prayed that “ God might 
“ avert a war.” What did he mean by this ex predion ? The 
other right honourable gentleman had complained much of at- 
tacks made upon the Crown ; the Crown never was attaked, 
till it had the misfortune to have him for a defender. 

He would fubmit to the Houfe, whether they would chuie 
to maintain the conditution by coercion ; whether they would 
hold out the idea to the people that they were bound down 
to adhere to it, as it now exided, or would not rather chufe, 
in addreiling them, to'adopt the language, ** There’s your 
“ conditution, handled down to you from your fathers, cre- 
“ ated by their wifdom, preferved by their virtue ; it is now 
yours ? It was made by your fathers, it may be unmade by 
“ you; upon your love and attachment it depends for its fup- 
“ port.” He was convinced, that it was the wifdom of that 
Hpufe to govern the people by their a&eXions, and indead of 
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loading them with abufe and calumny, to meet their com- 
plaints, to redrefs their grievances, and by granting them a 
fair reprefen tat ion, remove the ground of their dilfatisfa&ion. 
He begged that that Houfe might difcufs with temper what re- 
lated to French affairs. If we were on the eve of a war, he 
certainly could not confidcr it as good policy to make foreign 
powers believe that there cxifted diffenlions among ourfelves. 
The people were already taxed to a moil enormous extent ; 
.and lhould a war be the conlcquencc, when it appeared that 
every precaution had not been taken to prevent it, they would 
incur a inert heavy rcfpourtbility, both to the Public and to that 
Houfe, for having precipitated the nation into fo great a cala- 
mity. 

Colonel HARTLEY role, to exprefs his confidence in the 
meafures adopted by Mi miters, as tending to render perma- 
nent that high ft ate of profperity to which the country had 
rifen, and fecure to Britain the diftinguithed rank which file 
held among the nations. 

Mr. W. SMITH defended the French from the charge of 
diftributing money i'or i'cditious purpofes in this country, and 
declared, that the En-zlilh conftitution was the laft conftitution 
on earth which they wiihed to alter. As Mr. Burke had ex- 
pressed a doubt as to the poflibility of our ever receiving an 
Arnballador from France at our Court, he alked him to refer 
to the mode in which Cromwell's Arnballador was received at 
the Court of Louis the Fourteenth, and aecufed him of inten- 
tional mifreprefentation, in fpeaking as if the French Govern- 
ment was in the hands of the promoters of the maffacres in 
Paris. He vindicated the Protcftant Diffenters from the 
charge of clifaffection, by reading a declaration from that body, 
exprellive of their attachment to the conftitution. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL ftated the different modes 
which feditious perfons had adopted in order to work on the 
minds of the lower orders of people, by parting up bills, drop- 
ping letters down the areas of houfes, &c. He ftated, in re- 
ply to fome expreifions that had dropped from Mr. Erfkine, 
that fo far from having been remifs in his duty relative to fedi- 
tious publications, he had on his file two hundred informations. 
The delay which had taken place in profecuting a particular 
work, arofe from the length of time ncceflary to be employed 
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in taking the previous fteps, before a profecution could be com*, 
menced. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL entered into a detail of 
the law by which Parliament had on this occafion been fo fud- 
denly called together : cafes of infurreftion, he remarked, 
were not, as had been Hated, now for the firft time introduced 
into law as authorizing His Majefty to call out the militia* 
and fummon Parliament ; the fame power had been given in 
former laws, though in fomc late inftnnces the cafe of infur- 
rection, \Yhich was now acted upon, was omitted ; the 
phrafe fome how or other had then dipt out of the law, and 
was now only revived. 

Mr. FOX faid, that very much of what he had laid had ei- 
ther been mifreprefented, or mifunderftood in the courfe of 
the debate. The application which had been made to him to 
withdraw his amendment, however he refpedted the quarter 
from which it came, he muft refill. After the fentiments 
which he and other gentlemen had exprefied, unanimity was 
impollible : unanimity on the prefent occafion, he mult own 
was what he Ihould deprecate. He gave notice, that he fhould 
attend to-morrow to propofe other amendments upon the re- 
port. 

The Houfe divided ; 

For the addrefs — 290 

For the amendment — 50 

Majority 240 

The Houfe adjourned. 


The following is a correct Lift of the MINORITY, who 
voted for the Amendment on the Addrefs to His Majefty. 
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Friday , 14 th December . 

The LORD MAY OR brought up the report of the addrefs 
agreed upon, lad night. It was read a firft time. On the fe- 
cund readings when the clerk came to that part of it which 
contains a contingent probability of our being involved in a 
war, 

Mr. FOX faid, that part of the addrefs which praifed the 
Executive Government for its neutrality, could not poffibly be 
applauded by any man in that Houfe. So far was he from 
' thinking that Miniftcrs deferved praife in that refpefl, that he 
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thought xhe Houfe of' Commons ought to impeach them. His 
opinion was, that from the moment they knew a league was 
formed againit France, this country ought to have interfered ; 
Fiance had juftice completely on her fide, and we, by a pru- 
dent negotiation with .the other powers, might have prevented 
the horrid feenes which were afterwards exhibited, and faved 
too the neceflity of being reduced to our prefent fituation. We 
fhould by this have held out to Europe a lelfon of moderation, 
of juftice, and cf dignity, worthy of a great empire •, this was 
his opinion, with rcfpect to the conduct, which ought to have 
been adopted, but it was what Miniilcrs ncgle&ed. There 
was one general advantage, however, refulting from this, it 
taught the proudeft men in this world that there is an energy in 
the caufe of juftice, which, when once fupported, nothing can 
defeat. Thank God, nature had been true to herfelf, tyranny 
was defeated, and thofe who fought for freedom were triumph- 
ant. Indeed, all thofe who fpoke for the Miniftry in the de- 
bate laft night, infilled that France had formed views of aggran- 
dizement and general dominion. If fo, why thank the King’s 
Minifters for their neutrality, when, if they are right now 
upon their own principles they fhould have formerly interfered 
to have checked their career ? He concluded, that it was im- 
poiliblc, withoilt abandoning all confiftency, to approve of 
the addrefs. Whoever conceived him to be of opinion that 
the aggrandizement of France was matter of indifference to 
this country, mi (look him grofsly. France certainly had ag- 
grandized herfelf. She had difappointed the predictions of that 
gentleman, who, during the laft feilion of Parliament, in 
fpcaking of the opponents of Great Britain on the continent, 
exclaimed, ** There is no danger from any quarter ? looking 
“ into the map of Europe, I fee a Cbnfm once called France.” 
That chafm, however, the gentleman muft now confeis was 
filled. No longer would he be able to fpcak of the inhabitants 
of that nation as having once been famous — Gallos olim bello 
JioruiJJe. They had conducted themfelves in fuch a manner, 
as to induce him to be of opinion, that the power of France 
might be formidable to this country. She was formidable 
under her monarchy, when in alliance with Spain, and in 
Xriendfhip with Auftria. But France, with finances almoft 
ruined— France, in enmity with Auftria, and certainly not in 
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amity with Spain, was much more formidable now ; (he was 
formidable now from her freedom, the animated efFefls ot 
which were beyond the calculation of man. All the inhabi- 
tants of Europe, who felt any thing in the caufe of freedom, 
held a fympathy for them, and wiflied them fucccfs, regarding 
them as men draggling with tyrants and defpots, while they 
were endeavouring to form for themfclves a free Government ; 
but, perhaps, he (liould be told, that France has no free Go- 
vernment. In order to (horten that queftion for the pvefent, 
he would fay, from the works of a certain author, ** r l hat a 
t( free Government for all prailical purpofes is that which the 
“ people con fider as fnch fo it was with the French, during 
the whole of the 1 aft campaign. They had been fucccfsful 011 
account of the nature of their caufe. Courage, and all the 
bolder virtues, naturally attend freedom. Let us not foolithly 
continue that abfurd prejudice, that none but Engliihmen de- 
ferve to be free. Liberty had no attachment to foil ; it was 
the inheritance of man over every part of this globe, and where 
enjoyed, always produced the fame effect. With thefe fenti- 
ments, he could not but be of opinion, that the condu& of 
Great Britain ought to be peculiarly prudent, and above all, 
ftri&ly juft; (he ought immediately to acknowledge the power 
of France, and to adopt all honourable means of procuring 
peace; (lie ought to weigh all the confequences of the war, to 
view with a ferutinizing eye the nature and extent of her re- 
fources at home, and toafeertain the degree of aftiltance which 
<he might expe£t from her allies ; lhe (hould molt certainly con- 
fider well the (ituation of Ireland. Much had it furprized him 
laft night, that a gentleman, who from his iituation ought to 
be expe&ed to be fomething of a ftatcfman, had allcrted that 
the ftate of Ireland ought not to be alluded to. What ! was 
not the condition of Ireland to be confidered in a queftion that 
implicated a war? Indeed it ought to be., and ferioufly and 
folemnly too. It ought to be confidered, that in that country, 
there were millions of perfons in a ftate of complete disfran- 
chifement, and very little elevated above (laves. Would any 
man in his fenfes fuppofe that hearty fupport could be cxpe&ed 
from that kingdom in the event of a war ? Indeed, indeed, 
the blood and ^treafures of this country ought not to be lightly 
-riiked. The time was come when Miniftcrs would not per- 
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baps think it prudent to go to war on the mere prerogative of 
the Crown ; they would think the approbation of the Parlia- 
ment and of the people necfclfary, indifpenfably neceflary; but 
it remained with the Houfe to conlider whether a war ought to 
be entered into at all, if it were to be conduced by thole who 
compofcd the prefent adminiftration. It ought to be confidered 
alfo how fmall would be the effect which they were capable of 
producing in the Courts of Europe. What Court, he would 
alk, would be elevated by their promifes, or intimidated by their 
menaces, after their timid conduct with refpcdt to Ruflia r It 
fhould be confidered likewife, that it was doubtful whether 
our allies would rely on us, or whether we could rely on them. 
The retreat of the Duke of Brunfwick, he did not believe de- 
pended on us, but was fuch a confequence as the poet had de- 
fer i bed — 


“ Alk why from Britain, Cxfar made retreat, 

“ Cxfar might make reply, that he was beat.” 

On Pruflia, in fpite of the near connexion that fubfifled, he did 
not think that this country could entirely depend, for domeftic 
occurrences in that kingdom might render i? unable to afford us 
much aflidance. On the Emperor, no reliance was to be 
placed at all. Having thus dated fome reafons flowing out of 
the fttuation of the allies of Great Britain and of Ireland, he 
begged to advert to fome other circumftances. The caufe of 
a war, at leal! the apparent one, would be the invafion of Hol- 
land by the French. In Holland, it ought to be remembered, 
that there were perfons difafte&ed to the Stadtholderian govern- 
ment, who polfelfed not a fmall degree of power. Thefe per- 
fons could not certainly be expected to approve of the war. 
But much reliance had been placed on Amftcrdam. The arif- 
tocratic principles of that city would, it was laid, be in unifon 
with the war, and the opening of the Scheldt would procure 
from Amfterdam efficacious fupport to Great Britain. To 
thofe who ufed this argument, he begged leave to fugged the 
cafe of Brabant. The Clergy of Brabant, who had the ear of 
the people, were fuppofed, with reafon, to be inimical to the 
progrefs of the French arms, which would mod probably cur- 
tail their immenfe poifeifions. This aridocracy of the Clergy, 
however, was of no avail ; for as foonas the French approach- 
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ed, the people of Brabant received them with open arms. If 
fuch effects had been produced in that country, might not the 
lame effedls be produced in Amfterdam ? 

Having thus animadverted on the fituation of the adminiftra- 
tion of Great Britain, on the rtateof Ireland, the allies, and of 
Holland, he adverted to the condition of this country. Infur- 
redtions were allcdged to cxilt, and one honourable Member 
laft night declared, that wherever he went he difeovered a fpirit 
of difaffedtion and difeontent. To that honourable Member 
(Mr. Wyndham) he begged to avail himfelf of the opportunity 
of paying a fmall tribute. To the founded heart he joined the 
cleared head ; and while no man polleiled more honourable 
principles, few could boad of an underdanding fo comprchcn- 
five, vigorous, and acute. In lhort, to fum up his charadter 
in a few words, he was the reprefentative of that mod excel- 
lent patriot, the late Sir George Saville. With this opinion, 
however, of his honourable friend, he could not a dent to his 
declaration of the exiftence of a fpirit of difatfcdtion and difeon- 
tent. As far as he had been able to judge, he had not made 
any difeovery of fo alarming a nature. But if it were true, if 
there were fome foundation for the report of the difaffedtion of 
the lowed orders of the people, it became a ferious point to 
determine whence, in cafe of war, ^recruits were to be expect - 
. ed for the army and navy. Having dated this, he did not 
mean toufe it as an argument againd a war, becaufe he dilbe- 
licved in toto the exiltence of fuch a difatfection. He had ar- 
gued on the impropriety of a war from politiv e fadts, and in- 
controvertible reafoning. The next object of his confidcration 
was the date of Scotland. In the debate of lad night Mr. 
Hundas had, in a manly manner, acknowledged that his po- 
pularity was in a great degree loft in that country. This was 
certainly to be aferibed to the fhameful indignity with which 
the Houfe of Commons had treated the petitions for the reform 
of the Scotch Boroughs. It had been faid, that ihe people of 
Scotland were better informed than the common people of 
England. If this were the fadt, it was lamentable to know, 
that the difaffedtion had proceeded from their fuperiority of 
knowledge. If this were the fadt, it followed as a natural 
conclusion, that the Government of this country was only to 
be fupported by ignorance. But he did not believe that this 
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was the fa£t. He imputed the difaffe£tion to this caufc — that 
the Scotch had been more pra&ically injured than the Englilh. 
All thefe con fideratiofis operated as reafons for ouf taking time 
to confider upon this important bufinef.. But now the tjuef- 
tion came, how were the calamities of war to be avoided in 
this cafe ? He would anfwer — “ By negociation”. Open a ne- 
gociation with the Republic of France, and try every ftep that 
can be taken before you expofe your country to the horrors of 
. war. This, he faid, was the duty of Government. "With 
the Miniiler, perhaps, the feafon of negociation might be paft; 
but it was not pafl with the Houfe of Commons, which ought 
not to be implicated in the crime. If he were alked when the 
Mi ruder ought to have negociated, he would inform him. He 
fhould have negociated to prevent the invafion of the Duke of 
Brunfwick. Fori raps he did nothing. This, however, he 
was certain that lie did : He prorogued the Parliament ; he 
appeared cnrelefs about the conqueft of Brabant and Flanders, 
which were, in a manner, the gates of Holland; and he feem- 
<•<.( to have rcafoned thus: “ The town I will defend, but any 
“ bo<ly may pollefs the gates who pleafe.” Perhaps, indeed, 
the Ambalfador of that republic would not be fine enough in 
his appearance to figure in our drawing-room, and therefore 
we muft not endure the thought of a negociation. If that was 
the cafe, Miniftcrs fhould fay fo, in order that the good people 
of England might know the important reafon why their blood 
mult be fpilled, and their treafure fquandered. If fo, the age 
of chivalry was revived with a vengeance; but he trulled that 
fome more fuWtantial reafon fliould be given for going to war, 
and that whenever we do go to war, the Minifter will have to 
fay to the Public, wc have tried the effect of a negociation, 
and pacific exprelfions, but to no purpofe : then they might 
expert a general concurrence, but until then they would cer- 
tainly be inexcufable in proceeding to hoftilities. Alluding to 
Mr. Burke’s fpeech laft night, he declared, that he did not 
think he had been treated with civility ; it was faid, by that 
gentleman, that he advanced facts which he did not believe ; 
he had thoughts that Mr. Barke knew him too well to fuppofe, 
that he ever aflerted what he did not believe. In fa<St, he de- 
clared in his fpeech laft night, that he would not mdke after-' 
tions with refpedl to particular cafes, through an apprehenfion 
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that thofe cafes might riot be founded in truth. The reafoning 
Mr. Burke had adopted on account of this delicacy, was per- 
fectly novel. He had been accufed by the fame gentleman, of 
tiling more inve&ive than argument. On this head he was 
perfectly fure that his inveftivc was not fuperior to that of the 
right honourable gentleman, who could not forget that he had 
inveighed again ft all the leading men in France, again ft one 
in particular, Mr. Rolaud, whom hd believed to be a man of 
the ftrifteft, honour, and of the moft unfullied integrity. How 
far this inveCtive'tendcd to conciliate France, it would not re- 
quire much deliberation to determine. He then proceeded to 
enforce the propriety of negotiation. So well convinced was 
he that every hour we delayed this negotiation was a lofs to 
us, that he fhould move to-morrow, “ An addrefs to his Ma- 
** jefty to treat with the French republic. ” This he fhould do 
with more conviflion of its propriety than of its fucccfs ; that 
confideration fhould not llackcn his efforts ; all the world would 
acknowledge it by and bye, although fo many affedfed to de- 
fpife it now. He was the fir ft to throw off the prejudice which 
was once fo genera! in this country againft the infant free- 
dom, and afterwards independence, of America. He was old 
enough to remember the names of Wafliington and Adams, 
thofe two great and noble pillars of republicanifin, loaded with 
abufe. He was old enough to remember, when their renion- 
ftrance, on behalf of the American States, was treated with 
contempt. Dodlor Franklin was, on that occalion, abufed 
without mercy by a learned gentleman ; and yet fliortly after 
all this contempt, thefe fame two gentlemen contributed to the 
forming for the people who enjoyed it, the firft conftitution in 
the world — for them moft certainly, the beft form of Govern- 
ment upon earth, for fo he would venture to fay was the Go- 
vernment of America. Shortly after this he,' as Secretary of 
State, lent over to America to treat with this very Dr. Frank- 
lin on behalf of this country ; this he muft have done with an 
ill grace, if he had joined in the abufe of that gentleman, and 
therefore he did not wifti to be forward in flicwing his con- 
tempt, In fliort, the republic of France was that which we 
muft acknowledge fooner or later ; and .where was the -diffi- 
culty of acknowledging it now ? Was not the republic of this 
ebuntry readily acknowledged at the time of Cromwell r Did 
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not Courts vie in their civilities to our new form of Govern- 
ment after the execution of Charles ? An execution, what- 
ever difference of opinion might be entertained about it, which 
had infinitely lefs injuftice in it than that which was about to 
be ihfii&cd on the late unhappy Monarch of France; but he 
hoped a deed fo foul would npt be committed. — After patheti- 
cally lamenting the fate of that unhappy family, he returned to 
the affairs of France, as likely to affe<5l this country. We 
wanted to check the aggrandizement of France ; perhaps not 
to go to war with them was to check their aggrandizement, 
for their caufe upon the continent was popular,' They faid, 
** that all Governments were their foes.” This was too true, 
and had been of popular fervice to them ; but that which ferv- 
ed them mod of all was, the deteftation all Europe had for 
the principles of the leaders of the combined armies. They 
had neither honour nor humanity. When the brave but un-» 
fortune La Fayette, by the preflure of irrefiftiblc circumftances, 
fell into their pofleflion — inftead of receiving him as a gentle- 
man, with the dignity that was due to his diflrefs, they feized 
him with fury, locked him up like a felon, and cruelly conti- 
nued to keep him in cuftody, in defiance of the willies and 
compaflion of us all, and in a manner that mud provoke the 
indignation of every virtuous man in Europe, But this gen- 
tleman had always been a friend to liberty, and that was 
enough to excite their hatred. Mr. Fox concluded with mov- 
ing an amendment to the addrefs, 

“ Trufting that your Majefty will employ every fpecies of 
“ negociation to prevein the calamities of war, that may be 
“ deemed confident with the honour and dignity of the Britilh 
** nation.” 

Mr. SHERIDAN feconded the amendment, which, if 
adopted, would dill, he believed; refeue the country from a 
war. Adminidration had been uniformly ignorant of the af- 
fairs of France. If they had not been, they might have pre- 
vented the prefent alarm, and have faved the life of the unfor- 
tunate King of France. Peace, if peace could be obtained, 
he wilhed by all means. If it could not be obtained, he fhould 
vote for vigorous war, not a war of ihifts and feraps, of timid 
operation or protracted effort, but a war conducted with iuch 
Vox.. XXXIV. M 
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energy, as (ball evince to the world that the nation was lighting 
for its deareft and mod invaluable privileges. 

After the amendment had been read from the Chair, 

Mr. YORKE rofe to fpeak ; but faid only a few words, as 
Mr. Burke had rifen at the fame time. 

Mr. BURKE, confidering it as admitted that France mull 
not be permitted to open the Scheldt, and that fhc muft alfo 
be either induced by negociation, or compelled by arms, tore- 
ftore the conquefts (lie had made, thought it a very extraordi- 
nary way of effefling either purpofe, to reprefent our internal 
fituation as rotten, and our allies not to be depended on. With 
regard to our internal fituation, he efteemcd it far from being 
rotten, though the conflitution was certainly aifailed by perfons 
whofe activity, if not checked in time, may be likely to en- 
danger it. As to the fidelity of our allies, if it was not now to 
be relied on, furelv Mr. Fox did not take the belt mode of con- 
firming it, by acknowledging the fovereignty, and entering 
into negociations with the new Republic of France, their moll 
inveterate enemy. But fuppofing the policy of fuch negoci- 
ation, were we fure that the French would come to any rea- 
fonable terms with us r And yet this was the contingency for 
which we were to renounce our prefent friends, the ancient and 
eft abli filed governments in Europe. This would indeed be 
reducing ourfelves to a curious dilemma, and leaving ourfclves 
entirely at the mercy of France, front which, if any ever ex- 
pelled mercy, they were fure to be difappointed. This abo- 
minable Government had not yet been recognifed by any other 
power. And what was the peculiar time when we were de- 
fired to addrefs an Ambaflador to them ? At the very moment, 
perhaps, when the mercilefs favages had their hands red with 
the blood of a murdered Sovereign ; thus giving fan&ion to an 
aCl which barbarians would condemn, giving currency to the 
crime of regicide, and affording a preliminary to the murder of 
our own Sovereign. 

At prefent it was only decreed that France was a republic, 
but of what kind had not been yet certainly determined, nor 
could any conje&ure be formed on it. If he had any merit at 
all, it was in having read induftrioufiy and attentively, and of 
enurfe the origin andcompofition of republics had not efcaped 
him. It was obferved, that all. dogs went by the fame name* 
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though no fpecics of animals contained a greater diverfity. — . 
Thus it may be faid of republics. Thofe of Holland, Venice, 
Genoa, &c. &c. differ widely in their Governments, yet they 
were fuch as Ambailadors may be fent to ; for they were not 
regicidal republics, nor republics of confraternity with the fe- 
ditious and difaffedted in every ftate. France flood alone in 
the lift of republics, and was the only one fince the creation 
that maintained fundamental principles of univcrfal union, 
feduction and coufraternity. To fomc it appeared a Goverq^ 
ment of univerfal conqucft, to others of univexfal anarchy, but 
to all of univerfal influence and fway. It bore no refemblance 
whatever to any of its contemporaries or predecelfors — “ Jam 
** nova pejiis adej } and Mr. Fox, in comparing it to other 
republics, was in the fituation of a Law Serjeant, who plead-* 
ing in one of the Courts, was told by the Judge, “ Brother, 
“ your cafe does not apply to which the Serjeant anfvvered, 
** I know that, my Lord, and I wifh to Heaven it did.” 

It had for fome time been the falhion in the Houfe to quote 
him as an author, from a book he wrote upon the revolution 
in France ; and in doing Co this evening, Mr. Fox fell into a 
pra&ice that has been purfued before him by Mr. Mackintofli, 
and other writers of lei's eminence — namely, taking a detach- 
ed paffage without explaining it by what followed or went be- 
fore it. The practical form of a free Government, as quoted, 
did notexprefs fully his ideas of liberty. Definitions may and 
had often been given, but it perhaps would be better exprelled 
by a defeription. What he meant then by liberty was, that 
he lhould be fuffered to enjoy life as long as the Almighty per- 
mitted him — that his perfon fhould be free while he conformed 
to the laws — that he fhould not be dirturbed in the excrcife .of 
his religion — and that he fhould be left at the full enjoyment 
and difpofal of his property, whether inherited or acquired by 
his induftry. If he was protected in the free exercife of all 
thefe, as was the cafe in England, he muft think himfelf in 
the poffcllion of rational freedom ; and this, though not a de- 
finition, was at leaft an inventory of freedom. The Rights 
of Man, however, were not confined to this ; but were found- 
ed upon plaufible deductions and metaphyfical abftra&iqns— 
true in fome parts, and equally falfe in others. They were 
like the neck of a drake, blue on one fide and black on the 
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other. When die knowledge of thefe rights was difFufed 
mmongft the multitude, he could not but tremble for the confe- 
quence ; nor indeed could he hear without emotions of horror, 
the application made of them to property in frequent di feu (lions 
on the French revolution. It was this kind of application 
which caufed mod of the horj-ors of the French revolution.— 
He perceived that the Houfe not only approved his fentiments 
on this fubje£V, but received them with acclamations ; yet he 
Couli not augur the fame fuccefs, if he went to preach thofe 
doftrines to a beggar. Were he to fay to a man, “ I have a 
“ good houfe, excellent cattle, fine furniture, pi&ures, ta- 
* 1 peftry, laces, plate, and delicious fare, but — you want your 
“ dinner;” he was apprehenfive that he fhould find feme dif- 
ficulty in convincing him, that the liiperHuities recounted 
ought net to be employed in the relief of his nccelmies. The 
times wculd be truly alarming indeed, when thefe French no- 
tions fhould prevail in this country, and property fuller the 
fame transfer that it had done in that miferable nation. 

On this idea of equality contained in the* French fyftem of 
the Rights of Man may it be accounted for, that in the lad 
and prefent National AfJemblies was not to be found a man 
worth a fingle (hilling ; or if there (hould be two or three ex- 
ceptions, they only proved his rule. In frequent convcrfa- 
tions with perfons of difeernment, he heard it argued, that a 
Government formed of fuch fellows could have no energy.— 
He on the contrary was of a different opinion, and attributed 
to that indignent condition of their rulers, the fucccffcs lately 
obtained by the French, and the vigour of their proceedings. 
He appealed to the Houfe, whether their reluctance to a war 
did not proceed in fome degree from the care they had for the 
preservation of their riches. The Legillators of France, . on 
the contrary, having nothing to lofe, f« they have little to fear, 
and had no obje&ion to go to war with the whole world — 
When the King of Pruflia was marching to Paris they were 
little concerned, and were preparing to efcape with the trea- 
fures of which they had plundered the people. When threat- 
ened with an Englifh war the cry was nearly the fame : ” Let 
them come on, faid they ; they have riches and commerce, 
“ and we have neither : we may gain fomething, and can lofe 
f* nothing. Such were the men who had the power of levy- 
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ing what taxes they plcafed upon the people, and of converting 
the produce to what purpofes they pleafed. 

The extravagance of Anacharils Cloots, in wifliing to em- 
brace China, Quebec, Bulam, and in fliort all the world, in 
the confraternity of France, was not peculiar to him, but was 
alfo entertained by all the Members of the Aflembly. This 
Cloots, he faid, was an hold acquaintance and correfpondent 
of his, being very refpe&ably introduced to him, and had no 
fmall (hare in producing the French revolution. He was a 
Pruffian by birth, highly converfant in every branch of litera- 
ture, and much better qualified to act the part of a philofopher 
than John Froft as a deputy from the people of Great Britain. 
In June X790 this man appeared at the bar- of the National Af- 
fembly, accompanied by men of all nations, Afiatic, African, 
and European, of which latter the Englifh made no inconfide- 
rable part. There, as orator of the human race, he invoked 
for them all the prote&ion and confraternity of France ; and 
this happened on the very day when the Aflembly demoliihed, 
by a decree, the nobility of France. 

The French republic was Jut generis , and bore no analogy to 
any other which ever exifted in the world. It therefore did 
not follow that we ought to recognife it, merely becaufe diffe- 
rent powers in Europe had recognized the Republic of Eng- 
land under Oliver Cromwell. England at that time did not 
attempt to turn all the Hates of Chriflendom into republics ; it 
did not wage war with fovereigns; it profefled no principle of 
profelytifm ; and therefore, whatever neighbouring nations 
might have to cxpe£t at that time from her friendihip, they 
had nothing to fear for the eiifience of Thrones The fame 
might be faid of America. But France wanted to make pro- 
felytcs to her opinions, and turn every Government in the 
world into a republic. If every Government was againft her, 
it was becaufe (he had declared herfelf hoftile to every Govern- 
ment. He knew of nothing to which this ftrange republic 
could be compared,’ but to the fyftem of Mahomet, who with 
the Koran in one hand, and a fword in the other, held out the 
former to the acceptance of mankind, and with the latter com- 
pelled them to adopt it as their creed. The Koran which 
France held out, was the declaration of the Rights of Man, 
-and univerfal fraternity ; and with the fword (he was determine 
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ed to propagate her do&rines, and conquer thofe -whom (he 
could not convince. He by no means wifhed to hurry the na- 
tion into a war. He wanted to make the people fee that 
France had really declared war againrt them, and that the two 
States might be confidered as a&ually engaged in it. France 
had palled a variety of decrees, every one of which might 
fairly be confidered as a declaration of war againft every Go- 
vernment. She had refolved to wage an eternal war againft 
Kings and kingly Government ; and fhe had actually received 
Englifhmen at the bar of the convention, whom, in contempt 
of the King and Parliament, fhe profefled to confider as the 
reprefentatives of the people of England. Was this no provo- 
cation ? Was this no attack upon the Government of Great 
Britain? He entreated gentlemen, who were difpofed to 
countenance new do&rines in England, to take warning by 
the fate of the virtuous Duke de la Rochefoucault. That no- 
bleman, of antient lineage, and princely fortune, who was 
adorned by every virtue, was feduced by the arts of Condorcet 
to countenance the revolution. He was verted with a high of- 
fice of Magiftracy, under the new conftitution ; and becaufe 
he was not difpofed to go all the lengths of the wicked men 
who found means to raile themfelves to power, he was obliged 
to fly for his life ; he was purfued, and, in the midrt of his 
o\yn tenants, who had experienced the bounty and munificence 
of his family, was forced from his carriage, from between his 
mother and his wife, and in their prefence inhumanly butcher- 
ed. To all the well-meaning advocates for new doctrines, he 
would hold up the bleeding head of the Dukede la Rochefou- 
cault, whom all his virtues could not refeue from the hands of 
murderers, who feared neither God nor man. 

** Perifh the heart that never learn'd to glow 

** At others good, or melt at others woe — " 

Mr. Burke next touched upon Ireland. He faid he was at r 
tachcd to that country, becaufe it had given him birth ; to 
England he was bound by the rtrongert tics of gratitude and 
love : and fhould fo great a calamity ever happen as a difpute 
between the two countries, it was with the latter, which was 
the country of his adoption, that ho would take part. But he 
feared no fuch event ; the wifdom of the Parliament of Ireland 
would point out the neceflity of freeing a great majority of that 
'3 
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Jcingdom from grievances under which they were made to la- 
bour, not only without any good to the country, but to its 
general detriment. -In the province of Ulfter, he faid, the 
•people were chiefly defendants of Scotch and Englilh colo- 
nies ; they were for the moft part Protellants, it was true, 
but at the fyme time they were Diffenters. In two counties 
there they were fuperior in numbers to the Catholics ; but in 
the other provinces, the latter were ten to one. Upon an ave- 
rage of the whole, the Catholices were at leafl four fifths of the 
nation. They were now come forward to demand, not an 
innovation iti the conditution, but a reftoration of it ; the re- 
moval of an innovation. They called for a repeal of two a&s 
of Parliament, one of which palled in the beginning of the 
late reign, which deprived them of the right of voting for 
Members of Parliament, which they had enjoyed up to that 
period ; the other in the preceding reign, which deprived them 
of the right of ferving upon juries. Thefe people proceeded 
in the belt pollible way to their emancipation, by petitions, and 
by degrees ; they did not ground their demands on the Rights 
of Man ; if they did, he would certainly refill them ; but fim- 
plv on the right which they had, as citizens, to fhare in the 
blefiings of the exilting conlUtution of their country ; and in 
that light their claims appeared fo well founded, as to be in his 
mind irrefiftible. 

Mr. FOX in explanation faid, he was forry again to trouble 
the Houle, but there were one or two things Hated by the 
right honourable gentleman, which, whether they were meant 
to mifieprefent what he had faid or not, though he rather be- 
lieved they proceeded from miflake, it was neceflary for him 
to anfvver. It might feera from the right honourable gentle- 
man’s fpeech, that he had in his fpeech admired and applauded 
the French confiitution as worthy of imitation, but that he 
never did ; what he had faid, and the Houfe mull have under- 
Hood it fo, was, that it was proper to negociate with France ; 
and even admitting that the conflitution of that country was 
bad, Hill the arguments he had ufed would apply, and to 
treat with France would be a proper meafure for this country 
to adopt. What the fight honourable gentleman bad faid on 
that point, he mufl therefore confider as declamation, and pro- 
ceeding from a wilh to (hew the powers of eloquence he pof- 
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felled, for he could not believe it was meant to decry his doc- ^ 
trines, and render them unworthy the attention of the Houfe. 
Much had been faid of his love of republicanifm ; he was 
afraid that he had almoft tired the Houfe with guarding them 
againftfuch a fuppofition as that he wifhed to fee republica- 
nifm in this country. But the right honourable gentleman had. 
gone a great length indeed, when he faid that his propoling 
that a Minifter Ihould be fent from this country to France was 
a prelude to murdering the King of England. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman muft have been aware that he had often 
been accufed of want of loyalty to his Sovereign, which had 
generally been at times when he had joined in the arguments 
and principles of the right honourable gentleman. It had 
likewife been faid that a certain author was often quoted : it 
might be fo, and it was becaufe from the writings, fpeechesj 
and doctrines of that right honourable gentleman, he was ready 
to fay that he had often met with fuch information and prin- 
ciples as he approved and willied to fupport. 

Mr. BURKE explained. 

Mr. YORKE rofe immediately after Mr. Burke, and re- 
ferred to his fpeech as conveying all his fentiments. He at- 
tacked the gentlemen who oppofed the addrefs, for not bend- 
ing their opinions to thofe of the public, and faid, that on that 
fide, (the oppofition fide of the Houfe) it feemed only to be ne- 
cclTary to go to be infpired with eloquence and talents, but 
that he did not find there either patriotifm, moderation, or 
candour. He faid he knew fome of them, and rcfpe&ed them ; 
that orators had great ftakes in the country ; but he profelfed 
he could not difeover the motives of advantage to this country 
which could lead them to the line they took. 

Mr. ADAM now rofc, and faid, that before he entered upon 
the great and momentous fubjecl of debate then depending, ren- 
dered more momentous, if poiiible, by the manner in which 
Mr. Burke had treated it, from calling in aid the pafiions and 
prejudices of men to the fubje& of their deliberation, he was 
under the necefiity of faying a few words in reply to fomething 
of a nature rather extraordinary, which had fallen from Mr. 
Yorke. That honourable gentleman, Mr. Adam faid, had 
thrown out an imputation, accompanied with a compliment-; 
the imputation, Mr. Adam faid, was as groundless as the com- 
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pliment was juft. He had faid that a perfon only had to go to 
that fide, (the oppofition fide of the Houfe) to find the moft 
brilliant eloquence and powerful talents. But he could not 
difcern either patriotifin, candour, or moderation. Mr. Adam 
faid, that he had but to look round him, and he found elo- 
quence never exceeded, and talents never furpafted in the hif- 
tory of the world. That whether the honourable and learned 
gentleman (Mr. Yorke) would come acrofsthe Houfe to add to 
them, he could not tell, but this he could allure that honour- 
able gentleman, that he (Mr. Adam) was determined not to 
pafs acrofs the Houfe to look for any thing that could be found 
there ! but above all, he was determined, not to look there for 
-candour, moderation, and patriotifin. That every part of the 
conduct of thofe who had for years direfted His Majefty’s 
Councils, told him that thofe virtues were not to be found 
there, but they were to be found with thofe to whom the want 
of them had been imputed. If the learned gentleman meant 
by moderation a phlegmatic coldnefs for the interefts of their 
country — by candour, a bafe fuppreflion of their opinions — by 
patriotifin, a cowardly difinclination to face unfounded cla- 
mour, he was ready to allow that his right honourable friend 
(Mr. Fox), who had all the qualities of underftanding and in- 
tegrity that could diftinguilh a man ora patriot, and his other 
friends round him, had neither candour, moderation, or pa- 
triotifin. But if thofe words bore their original meaning, he 
would try their right to them with that of any public men in 
this or any country. He had the happinels to enjoy the con- 
fidence, alfe&ion, and friendlhip of his right honourable friend, 
Mr. Fox, and from the moft intimate acquaintance, he could 
teftify his motives to be as pure as his talents were exalted be- 
yond thofe of other men. He faid, that when he refit fled on 
the vote of the preceding night, he faw in the charafler of that 
fmall minority enough to give him pleafure. The candour, 
moderation, and patriotifin of the Bentincks, the Rufiells, and 
the Cavendifhes. That he rejoiced to find thefe names united 
now, as they had been formerly, in defence of the conftitution, 
calling for information before they voted approbation, and in- 
furing to the country, by imitating the virtue and patriotifin 
of their ancellors, the continuance of thofe blelfings which their 
anceftors had bellowed. 

Vol. XXXIV. 
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Mr. Adam faid, before he ventured to give his opinion, he 
mud fecure himfelf from mifreprefentation, as it was almoft 
fure to attach upon any one that gave the opinion he was going 
to give. It was fuppofcd, by Mr. Burke, that difregard to 
property, loofenefs of morality, and every bad and vicious 
principle, was to be the confequcnce of this country ftegociat- 
ing with France. Mr. Adam faid, he confidcred fuch an opi- 
nion as a libel upon the good fenfe and virtue of Englifhmcn. 
That he believed them to be too much attached to their confti- 
tution, and to that fyftem of found, juft morality which had 
beenlong the eftablifhed charaftcriftic of this country, to run 
the rifk of any fuch corruption. That they heard with horror, 
and' fhuddered at the events which crouded the prefcnt hiftory 
of France. That the enjoyment of a free conftitution gave 
them rights which were dear to them ; that befides it gave them 
the means of being taught and inftrufled, by men of talents, 
education, and virtue, in all the different public fituations of 
life. The feeurity of property, Mr. Adam faid, he confidcred 
to be the fafeguard of all morals, and of every duty and obli- 
gation in focial and civil life. It prote£led the peafant in his 
cottage, as much as the prince in his palace ; it bound and 
tied together the different ranks of fociety, and fecured liberty, 
while liberty, by reciprocally a&ing tipon property, fecurcd it. 
That it w'as the feeurity which the felfifh and ungenerous, as 
well as the benevolent and charitable, had in their property, 
which had been the great caufe of humanizing mankind. It 
was that which excited the defire to excellence and pre-emi- 
pence ; which had built cities, cultivated lands, improved the 
arts, taught the fciences, and produced all the various bleffings 
of civil life. When that was gone, (but in this country it ne- 
ver could be fp) bankruptcy, ignorance, rapine, and infince- 
rity would follow. Upon thefe principles, he defired to have 
it underftood that nothing which he had to fay could mean to 
ynhinge that or any other legal or moral obligation. He faid, 
that there was a new and moft dangerous do&rine taught by 
Mr. Burke, that fentiment and paflion, not fafety and feeurity, 
were to operate in national intercourfe. Mr. Adam contend- 
ed that the laft only ought to be the confideYation ; that the firft 
confederation of a Government fhould be the fafety of the State ; 
that th*t fafety was iecured by the information arifing from 
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agents in foreign Courts, by negotiations to prevent foreign 
war, the greateft, and, next to civil war, of all human cala* 
mities. He laid, that it was the bounden duty of the Gaver* 
nors to ufe every means to avert that evil, but above all, never 
to allow tafte or paffion to interfere with that important prin- 
ciple of national fafety ; that upon this principle all wife na- 
tions had a&ed at all times ; that during the conteft of the Red 
and White Rofes, the King de fafio in this country had been 
treated with, as well as thofe de jure ; that the Netherlands, 
when they threw off the yoke of Spain — the Seven United Pro- 
vinces — Cromwell — had all been treated with. Why ? Be 
caufe that affemblage of men called a nation, whoever or what- 
ever adminiflered their affairs, became dangerous to neighbours 
ing nations ; and therefore the de fuSlo governors were ac- 
knowledged, negociations entered into, and wars averted, by 
the wile policy of confidering the fafety of the State as the fu- 
preme law ; not the padion, or violence, or indignation, or 
difguft which might a&uate. That befides this, if all was 
done that could be done by negotiating, and nothing refulted, 
the whole nation would be fatisfied, and with one heart and 
one voice would encounter their difficulties ; and by that bra- 
very and fpirit, the refult of rational freedom, we Ihould main* 
tain the fame for which we had always flood confpicuous among 
the nations of the earth ; but that to rufh wildly into a war, 
was what could never meet the approbation of any temperate 
or coniitlerate let of men. Mr. Adam put thefe arguments in 
feveral different afpe£ts, and then entered on fome obfervations 
rcfpe&ing the amendment of the night before. He faid, 
amidft all the momentous and impending circumftances, there 
were fome which had given him confolation ; the manly and 
glorious (land made againft the torrent of exaggerated alarm 
by his right honourable friend (Mr. Fox); the univerfal ex- 
predion of attachment to the conftitution, proved the total 
falfehood of actual infurredlion, which he aflerted not merely 
upon the affertion, but upon the argument. For thofe who 
had Hated it higheft, had only faid it was fufficient to fatisfy 
the literal words of the Aft of Parliament. Here he feverely 
attacked Minifters for the alarm they had given ; he faid, if 
they meant to aflemble Parliament, they Ihould have done it 
by an unufual exertion of prerogative, not by a meafure that 
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muft alarm. He then fa id, that upon the face of what had 
been dated, they could not juft ify what they had done. If the 
infurre&ion was at Dundee, (houfd they have called out the 
militia in Kent ? If at Salifbury, was the militia at We ft more- 
land the proper force ? If at Yarmouth, the militia of North- 
umberland ? If at Shields, that of Eftex ?. He then fhewed 
that none of thofe had amounted to fuch an infurre&ion as the 
law meant, and that they had all been over before the procla- 
mation ; and faid, if the alarm was for an infurrc&ion in the 
capital, it did not require a proclamation to call but the mili- 
tia and aftemble the Parliament, and thereby alarm the whole 
country, to enable them to aftemble the regiments of horfe 
round the capital. He adverted to the ftate of Scotland, and 
faid it had been ftated that country was in a ftate of fermenta- 
tion and difeontent. He faid, in all countries there might be 
perfons wild and extravagant in their ideas of government, but 
that was not the general difpofition of Scotland. That they 
were a people loyal and attached to the conftitution. That the 
love of .liberty, which would attach them more and more to the 
conftitution, was from a variety of obvious caufes, increaled 
'wealth, increafed intercourfe with this country, an increafe of 
eafe and comfort in all the fituations of life growing dairy more 
and more ; it might have excefles, but it had no crimes, and 
this truly Britifh fpirit only rendered his native country more 
and more dear to him. He faid he was fure that every fer- 
mented pirit, if any fuch there w ere in that country, would 
be quieted by a judicious attention to thofe queftions which 
were to come forward refpe&ing the reprefentation of Scotland, 
he hoped in the courfe of the prefent feftion. Here Mr. Adam 
took occafion to exprefs his fteady adherence to the general 
eftablilhed fyttem of reprefentation ofthe 513 members of Eng- 
land ; and ftated that there w ere particular local circumftanccs 
which required conftderation in Scotland. That the county 
reprefentation of that country would come forward foon. That 
it would come under conftderation in a regular legiflati ve mode, 
not unhinging the fundamental principles of the reprefentative 
fyftem here. He faid it ftiould have his thorough attention, 
with a ftrong inclination to reduce it upon principles acknow- 
ledged in the Scotch law, fo low, as to give a considerable body 
of men an intereft in the choice of their repreientatives* That 
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as to the burghs, he faid, it was a matter of much difficulty ; 
that their grievances (hould have a fai.r and candid hearing, and 
that he was fure the good ferife of the people would be (atisficd 
w ith fuch redrefs as was confident with the treaty uniting them 
with this country, and as was founded on a proceeding not 
tending to (hake the reprefentative fyftem by acknowledging 
fundamental defers in the conftitution of the Britifh Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr. Adam next adverted to that part of the King’s fpeech 
which mentioned the proclamation of May. He faid he did it 
merely to fave himfelf from being included in the obfervation 
made of its utility. He wifhcd not to reft upon it. It re- 
called to him difference of opinion with the friends he beft 
loved in that and the other Houfe of Parliament. He talked 
w r ith great warmth of the affection and attachment of the prcfent 
Earl of Guildford ; of the fuperiorly excellent qualities which 
his Lordlhip potfefled, and of the difplay he had made in that 
Houfe before his tranllation to the oiher Houfe of Parliament ; 
and faid, though they had fomewhat differed in opinion upon 
that proclamation in May, there was every coincidence that 
friendfhip could defire upon the prefent fubjedls of difcuflion. 

Mr. Adam now reverted to the particular queftion of the 
negociation. He faid Mr. Burke had aiked what hopes there 
were of fucccfs ? This, he faid, he nor no man could tell : 
but it could as little be faid that there would be none ; that if 
it did not make us fuccefsful in negociation, it would fecure 
our fuccefs in war — it would unite every hand and every heart 
in that ftill ferious but then inevitable calamity, while a con- 
duct which carried half the nation to war with unwillingnefs' 
would put a padlock on every fword, and unrudder every (hip. 

Lord CARYSFORT faid, however he might differ from 
the amendment, ftill he was not averfe to a reform. He 
thought that the fpirit of commotion, which had lately pof- 
fefled the People, was now happily fubfided ; but the reftlefs 
and ambitious difpofition of France rendered it incumbent 
upon us to join our hearts and hands in vindicating the rights 
of Englifhmen and of mankind. He reprobated the conduit 
of the armies of France, as they a died more like American 
buccaneers than like a civilifed army. He would not attempt, 
he fiuct| to enter into a difeuffion of the fuppofed grievances of 
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Scotland ; but with refped to the political fituation of Ireland/ 
it was a fubjedt of great moment, and deferved a few obferva- 
tions. Ireland was never backward in furniihing this country 
with men to fight their battles, whofe loyalty was unimpeach- 
able, and whofe courage was invincible. It was capable of 
affording the greateft advantages to England, and therefore 
ought not to be negle&ed. He adverted to the claims of the 
Catholics. He declared himfelf averfe to that bigotry which 
would preclude three millions of men, whofe loyalty was in- 
difputable, from voting for Members of Parliament. They 
had the fame interefts as the Proteftants, and ought to have the 
fame privileges. 

Lord SHEFFIELD called him to order, aligning for rca- 
ion, that as that fubje& would be difcufled in another quarter, 
it could not be debated in that Houfe, without interfering with 
the privileges of the Irifh Houfe of Commons. 

. The SPEAKER was of opinion, that the noble Lord al- 
luded to a topic which had been introduced by other Members, 
and likewife interwoven with circumflances which had given 
rife to this debate. 

Lord Carysfort went on. He hated, that as an hereditary 
Member of the Legiflature of the filter kingdom, he had ufed 
due diligence to inquire into the fufferings of the Catholics of 
that kingdom, and he was convinced they were of fufheient 
notoriety to excite alarms, if they were not fpeedily redrefled. 
He hoped and trufted that a meafure fo requifite to allay the 
popular ferment in that country, which was fo intimately con- 
nected with this, would not be wholly negleCted. He repeat- 
ed his eulogium on the loyalty of Ireland, and was convinced 
if this kingdom was to declare war againft France, that the 
Irifh would, with their wonted zeal, fupport the war. 

Mr. Secretary OUNDAS found it his indifpenfable duty to 
animadvert on the topics which had been the fubjeCt matter of 
debate. In the firft place, he wifhed it to be underftood /that 
the confideration of the Catholics in Ireland ought to be wholly 
omitted, as derogatory to the honour of the Irifh Parliament, 
and the legal jurifdj&ion of that country. If the Government 
of that country conceived that the Catholics were entitled to 
die right of franchife, the Adminiftration in this country could 
not, in his mind, interfere with their decifion. He would. 
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therefore, confine himfelf to the two leading arguments which 
had been fo forcibly urged againft the Report on the Addrefs 
by gentlemen whofe prudence was much inferior to their abi- 
lities, hamely, the impolicy of engaging in a war with France, 
and the imputation of tardinefs to the confidential fervants of 
the Crown for not having interfered at a former period. The 
right honourable Secretary afferted, that a coincidence of cir- 
cumdances, which no human forefight could either forefee or 
prevent, had confpired to render our immediate interference 
abfolutely neceifary in fupporting the honour and independence 
of Britain. The fuccefs of the French arms, and the fudden 
retreat of the Duke of Brunfwick, afforded ample ground to 
apprehend that an attack was meditated on Holland. If Eng- 
land was to abandon the treaty with Holland, he argued, that 
fhe would be defpifed, and no nation confider her worthy of 
their confidence. 

He next adverted to the fpeech of the right honourable gen- 
tleman (Mr. Fox), which had a manifeft tendency to Simulate 
the enemies of this country to advance with gigantic ftrides to 
attack our unfortified places, and to realife thofe protections 
which they had been fo forward to make. The difpofitions of 
the people in Scotland were not fo inflamed as had been repre- 
fented. By a return made to Sir John Sinclair from the cler- 
gymen of that -country, who refided conftantly in their parifhes, 
it appeared they were loyal, contented, and happy. At the 
clofe of the laft feflion an honourable Member (Mr. Sheridan) 
applied for leave to bring in a bill to reform certain abufes dated 
to exift in the reprefentation of that country. After meeting 
with fome oppofition from him (Mr. Duiidas), he ufed an ex- 
preffion to the following effect : — “ Let the right honourable 
“ Secretary beware of the mod pointed difapprobation of his 
** countrymen for the part he has taken in the debate againd; 
“ the reform.” He concluded by dating, that he was willing 
to meet Mr. Sheridan on any fpecific refolution with rcfpeCt to 
the Scotch burghs. 

The right honourable Secretary could not differ the Houle to 
feparate without tedifying his reluctance to engage the country 
in the calamities of war ; and he was authorifed to fay, that if 
his right (honourable friend had the honour of being returned 
to that Houfe, he would convince the mod obftinate that we 
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were not in that ftate of defpondence fome Members had re- 
prefented. Our trade and manufa&ures were in a flourilhing 
condition — our revenue and population daily increaftng — and 
although we were under the neceiTity of fufpending the bleflings 
of peace, yet we would convince Europe we were ready to 
engage in a war, to vindicate our honour, and maintain our 
independence. Ireland was convinced of the propriety and 
advantage of preferving her connection with Great Britain ; 
and he was alfo perfuaded that France, from the poverty of 
Dumourier’s chcft, and the confeqnent expeticc of her army, 
which amounted to 4.00,000 men, could not think of combat- 
ing the unanimity and refources of England. 

Mr. Fox and Mr. Sheridan fold a few words in explanation. 

Mr. POWYS confidercd the political intentions declared by 
Mr. Fox to be peculiarly baneful to this country, and his 
amendment would have the effect, if palled, of alienating the 
people from the executive power. If the right honourable 
gentleman had a fpecific object, why not ftate it, and come to 
the queftion that night r If lie wiihed for a negociation with 
France, and a declaration of its being a republic, let him (ay 
fo , and call for a vote ; why not put that queftion inftead of 
the amendment r To him negociation with France appeared 
impofllble ; to whom was an ambaflador to be fent ? Who 
was fure that they who had proferibed your King would accept 
an ambaflador from him r He approved of the fpeech and the 
addrefs : they breathed nothing but the faithful prefervation of 
our treaties abroad, and the lecurity of our internal peace. If 
he had his wifh, he would draw a line round France, to pre- 
vent the fpreading of her infe&ion — he would avoid meddling 
with her ; but if ftie meddled with us, we had not a choice. 
The addrefs had his hearty a (fent. 

Mr. FOX faid, what he meant was what he had ftated — 
Peace, if it could be had confidently with the fafety and ho- 
nour of the Crown and Nation. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE faid, that he fhould take fome other 
opportunity of delivering his opinion on the various important 
topics connected with the fubje£t then before the Houfe ; but 
he could not fuffer the debate to go off without faying a very 
few words, merely for thi purpofe of preventing his motives 
being xniftaken in the vote he fhoul.1 give agatnft the amend- 
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merit of the right honourable gentleman ; and he felt it the 
more neceflary to do this, becaufe he could by no means ac- 
quiefce in the language which had been held by many of the 
gentlemen with whom he (hould concur in the divifion, any 
more than he could difapprove of all that had been faid on the 
other fide. Gentlemen had talked as if it behoved all who 
wifhed for peace to vote for the amendment : he, for his part, 
(hould vote againft it, not as being determined for war, but 
becaufe he believed the amendment would by no means tend to 
peace. He would not then enter into particulars ; but he 
frankly declared, that as, at all times, war ought to be depre- 
cated as the greateft of human evils, fo there never was a pe- 
riod when it appeared more likely to be injurious to this coun- 
try than the prefent. He could not feel the force of the argu- 
ments for war that might feem to have been fuggefted by what 
had been faid concerning the diftrefled fituation of the French, 
and the flourifhing (late of Great Britain. He preferred to the 
amendment the language of the addrefs, which, concurring 
with the fpeech from the throne, plainly declared that the 
Houfe of Commons approved of the neutrality His Majefty’s 
Minifters had hitherto obferved, and of their determination to 
avoid a war, if it were pofiible, confidently with juftice. 
This, he fully trufted, would be the conduit of Adminiftra- 
tion. If we (hould find ourfelves compelled by the obligations 
of folemn treaties to' engage in war, as men of confidence and 
integrity we mud fubmit to the neceflity ; but nothing lefs than 
this neceflity could juftify the meafure, and he begged it to be 
underflood, that it was on this ground only that he felt it his 
duty to fupport Government in their prefent meafures. 

The amendment was negatived. 

The report of the addrefs was then read and agreed to. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


Saturday , 15 th December* 

The SPEAKER, attended by many of the Members, pro- 
ceeded to St. James’s, to prefent the addrefs of this Houfe to 
His Majefty. 

Mr. SPEAKER reported to the Houfe, That the Houfe 
attended His Majefty, this day, with their addrefs ; to which 
His Majefty was pleafed to give this moft gracious anfwer : 
V»l. XXXIV. O 
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Gentlemen, 

I return you my warmeji thanks for this loyal and affectionate 
addrefs ; and I receive , with peculiar fatisfaCtion, the affurances 
if .your attachment to me, and of your determination zealoujly to 
concur in fuch miafures as may be necejfaryfor the fecurity of thefe 
kingdoms, and for the faithful performance of our engagements. 

Your public declaration of thefe fentiments cannot fail to produce 
the happiejl effects in the prefent important conjuncture. 

Mr. FOX rofe to make his promifed motion. After hav- 
ing already faid Co much on this fubjeCI, and feeling how little 
any thing he could add, was likely to be attended to in the pre- 
fent difpofttion of the Houfe, he fliould only fay a very few 
words in the way of previous explanation ; indeed from the 
indifpofttion he laboured under, it was phyfically impoilible 
for him to fpeak above a few minutes. By his motion lie meant 
to imply no approbation of the conduit of the exifting; French 
Government, or of the proceedings that had led to the prefent 
ftate of things in France. He meant fimply to declare, and 
record his opinion, that it was the true policy of every nation 
to treat with the exifting Government of every other nation with 
which it had relative interefts, without inquiring or regarding 
how that Government was conftjtutcd, or by what means 
thole who exercifed it came into power. This was not only 
the policy, but frequently the pra&icc. If we obje&ed to the 
exifting form of Government in France, wc had as ftrong ob- 
jections to the form of Government at Algiers ; yet at Algiers 
we had a Conful. If we abhorred the crimes committed in 
France, we equally abhorred the crimes committed in Mo- 
rocco ; yet to the Court of Morocco we had fent a Conful al- 
moft immediately after the commillion of crimes at which hu- 
manity Ihuddered. By thefe a£ts we were neither fuppofed to 
approve of the form of Government at Algiers ; nor of the 
crimes committed in Morocco. From his motion therefore, 
i&o opinion was to be implied, but the opinion he had Hated. 

It would have been better if what he propofed had been done 
fooner, and there were circumftances that made it lefs proper 
now than at an earlier period. But this was not imputable to 
.kina. The earlieft period was now the bed: ; and this was the 
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tar lie ft opportunity that the meeting of Parliament afforded 
him. It would have been {till better, if our Minifter had not 
been recalled from Paris, but continued tlvkre as the Mini- 
Iters of fome other Courts had done. He concluded with mov- 
ing, 

“ That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty, 
u That His Majefty will be gracioufly pleafed to give direc- 
“ tion, that a Minifter may be fent to Paris, to treat with thole 
“ perfons who exercife provifionally the functions of Execu- 
** tive Government in France, touching fuch points as may 
** be in difeuffion, between His Majefty and his allies > and 
“ the French nation. 

Mr. GREY fccondcd the motion. 

Lord SHEFFIELD faid, it was impoflible to be filent.— 
Are we then in that deplorable fituation? Are we the vileft 
and moft oontemptible of nations ? Are we to be the firft to 
acknowledge, to cringe to thefe cut-throats and robbers, who 
have not the recommendation of being able to controul their 
own banditti ? Are we to league with them, to a£t in con- 
cert with them ? How foon they may be invited here, he- 
Ihould not then attempt to guefs, or to fay how foon our gaols 
may be filled with the tnoft refpe£table perfons in the nation, 
for the purpofe of murdering them in cold blood, without a 
trial, or how foon the moft amiable of our women, and of the 
higheft ranks, may lie on ftraw, crowded in the moft loathlome 
gaols, as in France, with the loweft dregs of the people, 
faultlefs, however, except perhaps that their fathers, hulbands, 
or fons, may have ventured to maintain the conftitution : he 
Ihould leave to others more able than he was to detail the mif- 
chiefs of the monftrous propofition that had been made. He 
was too much agitated to attempt it. He was almoft afhamed 
of the enthufiafm he had hitherto felt in favour of the right 
honourable mover. It is true he had made much inquiry ; 
but he hoped other country gentlemen would communicate 
what they knew of the ftate 'of the country. In refpe£tto war, 
he believed every man wrfhed to avert it. That the fureft 
means of avoiding it would be by vigorous preparation for it, 
and if it could not be avoided, that it would be better policy to 
meet it, than wait for it. That the difturbers of the world 
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when they had over rup other nations, envying and dreading 
Our profperity, would not fail with double force to vifit us. 

His Lordihipitfoncluded with fome obfervations on the late 
meafuFes, and told the Miniftcrs that although he commended 
their promptnefs and vigour, yet he could not approve their 
unjuftifiable interpretation of the word infurre&ion, they 
would have done much better, if they had acknowledged that 
in confequence of fome uncommon danger which impended, 
they had for the public good laid themfdves under the ncccility 
of applying to the Legiflature for indemnity, but that he had 
not objected to the addrcfs, or fupportcd the amendment, 
becaufe he would not feem to countenance the many mif- 
chievous principles and fuggeftions which had been heard in 
that Houle the two laft days from the mover of the amend-? 
ment. 

Mr f T. STANLEY (Member for Lancalhire) faid, he had 
attended to all that had fallen from the right honourable gen- 
tleman who made the motion, for the laft three days, with the 
utmoft aftonifhment. The motion of the right honourable gen?- 
deman had, in the two former debates, denied what was evi- 
dent to the whole nation, to every man who would open his 
eyes. The minds of the people (he could fpeak of that part of 
the country from whence he came) had been poifoned by the 
arts of the feditious, and they had been kept within bounds 
only by that wifdom which had advifed the late proclamations 
jflued by His Majclty. But by fuch fpecches as he had heard, 
every good effect would be deftroyed ; fer nothing could fo foon 
drive the kingdom into open infurrc&ion, as the fpcechcs and 
proportions of the right honourable gentleman and his friends. 
Already a cry had been excited againfl tithes, againfl taxes, and 
even againfl Monarchy itfelf. He dreaded the confequence. 
He had unfortunately been a fpe£lator of the feenes in Paris on 
the boafled Jioth of Augufl, which had exhibited the moft 
dreadful fpe£lacles of bloodfhed and horror ; when neither age 
nor fex was fpared, and when all was at the mercy of a mur- 
derous and ravage banditti. He felt alarmed for this country, 
and deprecated what might follow from . the fpeeches of the 
gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe. He hoped the right 
honourable gentleman might be prevailed on to withdraw his 
pootion ; for if the diltempered part of the people once under* 
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flood that there were men capable and ready to make and fup- 
port fuch proportions, they would go into open infurreclion, 
and (hake the peace of the empire. He was forry the motion 
had been made, becaufe nobody could entertain a higher refpeft 
for the right honourable gentleman’s judgement and abilities, 
or a ftrongcr perfonal attachment to him, than 'he did ; but 
confidering his duty to his country as the ftrongeft of all at- 
tachments, he thought it neceffary to fay thus much. 

Mr. M. A. TAYLOR, in fupport of the motion, declared, 
that ,he fubfcribcd frioft heartily to every word that had fallen 
from his right honourable friend (Mr. Fox) for thefe laft three 
days, and he was not afraid to go back to his condiments for 
their approbation of his conduct, notwithftanding every paltry 
and mean exertion that Government would make againft him. 
He was as zealous as any other man in fupport of the conftitu- 
tion, by King, Lords, and Commons, but he was not an ad- 
vocate for the maintenance of abufes. He was for a reafonable 
reform 

A call of “ Order ! Order ! Queftion ! Queftion !” took 
place, when 

The SPEAKER rofe, and begged that the honourable gen- 
tleman would confine himfelf to the queftion, which was not 
relative to a reform. 

Mr. TAYLOR faid, that he was as much in order, and 
fpoke as much to the queftion, as thofe gentlemen who had ta- 
ken up the time of the Houfc by reciting the dreadful events 
which happened in Paris, and which mull be deplored by every 
man ; but the correction of the Speaker was fufficient, and he 
fhould fubmit. War, he faid, was at all times a great and an 
heavy calamity ; but ftill greater, when it was meant toanfwer 
no one good purpofe ; and it had already been admitted, that 
in a war with France, we had nothing to gain, and every thing 
to lofe. Why then were gentlemen to be branded with oppro- 
brious epithets, and to be held up to their country as its ene- 
mies, and as traitors, for endeavouring to avert the calamity ? 
He obferved, with regard to the time, that if we did not ne- 
gociate now, we might wifh to do it when it would not be in 
our power. The fenfe of the country had prevented the Ruf- 
fian war; but, it was faid, the fenfe of the country would be 
for a French war. Even, if it were, we Ihould be obliged to 



102 


PARLIAMENTARY 


A. 1792. 

treat with them at Lift. The American war was long carried 
on with the fenfe- of the country for it ; in the end we were 
obliged to acknowledge their independence. There was as 
much character, principle, and honour amongft the men with 
whom he afted, as any fet of men could polfefs ; and if fedi- 
tion or infurrection a role from fpeeches in that Houfe, it would 
be from very alarming fpeeches from the other fide of the 
Houfe. He was a llrenuous advocate for King, Lords, and 
Commons; but he mult fay, that the recent mobs might be 
divided between loyal mobs, and mobs againft individuals, 
fuch as thole which had taken place at Birmingham, and 
Were now to be fecn at Manchelter. He confidered the mo- 
tives of his right honourable friend in withingthe propofition 
before the Houfe to be entered on the journals, to be founded 
not only in willlom, but in the future advantage of the coun- 
try ; for the time might come, when the fervices of the right 
honourable gentleman might be necelfary in the Cabinet, and 
his prefent conduct would render him the fitteft, as he was the 
ableft man, to treat with the new Government of France.— 
His right honourable friend's exertions appeared to him bell: 
calculated to ferve and to favc his country ; and for that rea- 
fon he mod heartily afiented to the motion on the table. 

Mr. LOVEDEN confidered the motion to be an indirect 
attack on His Majefty’s Mini Hers, and an improper interfe- 
rence in the exercife of the Executive Power. When domef- 
tic' traitors added in conjunction with foreign foes, a fadt which 
all mud fee who were not wilfully blind, to be the cafe at pre- 
fent, it was time for every man, not to weaken, by fuch 
propofitions as the prefent, the executive power of the coun-j 
try, but to ftand forward in its determined maintenance and 
fupport. The motion therefore had his decided negative. 

Mr. GREY laid, that having feconded the motion of his 
right honourable friend, with whofe fentimentson the fubjedt 
he concurred in every point, he could not filently hear fuch 
motives imputed to hitnfclf and his friends, as a noble Lord 
had imputed ; nor fuller, unrepelled, the iniimiation that they 
wi filed to excite infurredtion. If the condudd of any fet of 
men was calculated to excite infurrcdlion, it w^s that of His 
Majefty's Minificrs ; who, by proclamations, calumniating 
whole deferiptions of men as feditious, and announcing in- 
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furre&ions that never exifted, filled the minds of the people 
with falfe alarms, and taught every man to diftruft, if not to 
hate his neighbour. Accordingly, the only inftances like in- 
fur region that had occurred at Birmingham, and he was in- 
formed now at Mancheftcr, were mobs, on pretext of loyalty 
and order, on pretext of fupporting Church and King, but 
railed by wretches who knew as little of loyalty as they did of 
order, and dire£led folely againft perfons fuppofed inimical, 
not \o His Majefty, but his Ministers. On this fubjedl he 
Ihould make a motion that very night if poflible, for the pur- 
pole of putting all His Majefty ’s fubjecls equally under the 
prote&ion of the civil Government. On the queftion before 
the Houfe, it was alked if Great Britain was to fneak and 
crouch to France. No! neither fneak nor crouch, but nego- 
tiate like a great and high-fpirited nation, and if redrefs was 
refufed of any injury offered, then denounce war. We are 
alked again, would we treat now under all the circumftances 
we know to be fxifting. I fay, yes certainly ; for though I 
admit that the time is not the mod favourable, the fault is not 
with us but with Minifters, who let the favourable opportunity 
pafs away, and by their fupine negleft loft an occafion of pre- 
venting many of the crimes committed in France, and perhaps 
of averting th^t a<5t of injuftice and impolicy (the execution of 
the King) which we now at this moment fear is committing. 
We are told by a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) 
that to treat with men Itained with fo many crimes as the pre- 
fent rulers of France would be di (graceful. Let, fays he, the 
prefent guilty men pafs away, and in the mean time let us fight 
a little. What difgrace is to be avoided, or honour to be ac- 
quired by fighting firft, and then treating afterwards, which 
we know we muft at laft, I do not comprehend, nor how the 
obje& can be worth fuch a price. If a war the mod danger- 
ous ever undertaken, is to be avoided, we muft treat now, 
and I fupport the motion as the only means left of averting fo 
great a calamity. We are not here to be hurried away by our 
feelings, and our indignation againil the perpetrators of tho 
crimes committedjn France. We are to decide on national 
policy, not perfonal feeling. I am for maintaining the na- 
tional faith and the national honour ; by 'whom have they been 
tjgiiilhed ? Let Minifters anfwer the queftion. I will main- 
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tain our treaties with our allies, but firH I will advife them to 
concede a point, if neceflTary, that it may be beneficial to con- 
cede. Let it be fhewn that we are bound to keep the Scheldt 
fhut for the Dutch, that they call upon us to do fo, and will 
make no conceilion, for the point in itfelf I do not think of 
fiich importance as to juftify a war ; finally, that we have 
done all in our power to bring the French to anamicable ar- 
rangement, and then perhaps I will yield to a war, but Hill 
with relu<9&nce. If, unhappily, we are brought into fuch a 
fituationas that we can neither renounce our allies nor defend 
them, what has brought to this but the neglect or incapacity 
of MiniHers ? If we muH have a war, it mud be a war of vi- 
gour and exertion — not fuch a petty warfare as fome gentle- 
men feem to think, and the Minifter, in the fpeech from the 
Throne, would infinuate. If the enthufiafm of any man for 
the right honourable gentleman who made the motion be abat- 
ed, mine, if poffible is increafed. The Hate of the country 
calls upon him to Hand in the gap and defend Idle conflitution ; 
he has faid he will do fo ; and while I have power of body or 
mind he (hall not Hand alone. A firm band of admiring 
friends, not the lefs refpe&able nor the lefs likely to prevail 
from the prefent difproportion of their number, will faith- 
fully Hand by him againH all the calumnies of thofe who betray 
while they affe& to defend the conflitution. 

The Honourable FREDERIC NORTH faid, that it was 
very unpleafant for him to rife fo foon after his admiffion into 
the Houle, more cfpecially on a fubjeft on which he was totally 
unprepared to fpeak ; but as the honourable gentleman who 
ipoke lafl (Mr. Grey) had declared that he had heard much de- 
clamation, and much eloquence, but not one argument againH 
the motion of his right honourable friend (Mr. Fox) he hoped to 
be able to give him fome argument againH it, as he could not 
give him any eloquence, and wiflied not>to give him any de- 
clamation. He had many ferious objections to the motion. In 
the firfl place, he could not help thinking it unconflitutional. 
That a life of licknefs and exile had indeed, almoH from his 
infancy, feparated him from his country ; but from the little 
“theoretical knowledge which he had of its ConHitution, he 
had adopted the Bill of Rights as the fymbol of his political 
faith. By that bill the whole federal power of the country rc-. 
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mained with the Crown : for the exercife of that power Mi- 
ni (ter sare rcfponfible ; for the abufe of it they are cenfurable. 
Now, by every principle of not only focial but natural juftice, 
no refponfibility can be incurred where no arbitration is en- 
trufted. When, therefore, the Houfe of Commons thinks 
proper to advife His Majefty in fo very delicate an exercife of 
his prerogative as the prefent, they virtually difcharge his Mi- 
nillers of their refponlibility, and take it upon themfelves. 
That if he did not difapprove of the general principle of the 
bill, he fhould highly difapprove of it in the prefent pircum- 

ftances. That it feemed to him to be abfurd in its nature to 

/ 

defire His Majefty to recognife a power which did not recog- 
nife itfelf; for the National Convention has always declared 
that net only the executive council is provilional, but that itfelf 
ailed as a legiflature only till the formation of the permanent 
conftitution, which is not yet begun. Befides, what could be 
the advantage of treating with a power whofe weaknefs was fo 
notorious, (whatever it might agree to or ftipulate with foreign 
countries) that it was univerfally fuppofedthat it would not be 
able to protect the pei fon of their late Sovereign (in whofe de- 
poiition it had been maintained that we had no right to inter- 
fere) from the prifon in which they had placed him to their own 
tribunal, to which they had called him as a criminal. But 
why lend an ambafiador to the National Convention ? It has 
already received ambaJTadors from England : it had received 
them indeed from felf-conftituted focieties and clubs of male- 
contents ; but it had acknowledged them as the reprefentatives 
of an opprefted people, whom it had promifed to aflift in the 
recovery of their liberty. Whether this was a time to recog- 
nife the French Government he left to the judgement of the 
Houfe ; but that, for his part, he thought it his duty to declare 
at that time his full and unqualified difapprobation~ of the 
motion. 

Mr. FOX begged to fet the Houfe right refpe&ing one 
point, which was, that nothing in his motion, or in any of 
his fpeeches, went to forming any alliance with France. 

Colonel TAR LET ON profefled a ftrong attachment to the 
Crown and the Conftitution, but was determined carefully to 
watch the arbitrators of the executive government. If this 
country fhould unfortunately be plunged into war. he was 
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ready to ufe his utmod exertions in, defence of his King and 
Country. However, he was fo Warmly imprcflcd with a fen fe' 
of his duty to his constituents, that he lliould feci much if that 
calamitous event could not be avoided. He enlarged upon th« 
number of Ships employed in our trade to different parts of the 
globe, and faw much danger, and nothing to be gained by 
war. The French colonies, if we had them, he conlidered as 
no aciquiOtion. He lamented the feenes which had taken place 
in France, fume of which he had feen. He was 'convinced 
that this country ought to negociate rather than go to war ; for 
whatever our finances might be at prefent, there was no fay- 
ing how or when a war with France might end ; and it could 
not be protracted without laying additional burdens on the 
People. He did not think Britain fo deeply concerned in con- 
tinental tranfaClions as to be obliged to go to war, fecured as 
Ihc herfelf was in her infular fituation — “ Penitus toto divijas 
“ erbe Brit an nos ? ” 

Mr. JENKINSON confidercd the prefent motion as a pal- 
pable encroachment on the executive power, in which was ex- 
clullvdy veiled the prerogative of negotiating and making 
peace or war: therefore, till the Legiflature, by new arrange- 
ments, fliouid dived it of fuch power, that Houfc could not 
interfere and give directions upon that fubjeCt. It was with 
fomc lurprifc that he heard fuch lamentable reprefentations of 
the calamit ies of war conic from the oppolite fide of the Houfe,. 
vi lien he recollected that in the year 1 787, when there was a 
profpeCl of hotlilities on the fame ground of quarrel between 
France and this country, the Minilter was reprobated by them 
for pulillanimity, bccaule he exprelfed his regret for the coun- 
try’s being involved in fuch a fituation. Yet finely if there 
was no caufe for defpoodency in a contclt at that time, much 
lefs caufe could there be now on comparing the fituations of 
both countries. At that time France, though under a defpa- 
tifm, had a ftrong, vigorous, and efficient Government ; 
whereas her Government now Is all anarchy and confufion. 
At that time her revenues, though perhaps deranged, were ftill 
confiderable, and ours at the fame time were not extremely 
flour idling. At prefent the revenues of France were almoft 
annihilated. By the edimate delivered id by their own Mini* 
Her it appeared that their expenditure for the lail three months 
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amounted to no lefs a fum than nineteen millions fterling, an 
enormous expence which no nation that has ever yet been 
heard of could poflibly continue any length of time, and under 
which France, without treaftire, without revenue, without 
commerce, without allies, without any refource whatever, 
mull; foon inevitably link. The contrail between this condi- 
tion and the Hate of our finances it was unnecelfary for him to 
draw, but it was undoubtedly fitch as afforded the mod encou- 
raging profpedl at the commencement of a war. At that time 
France was in alliance with the great powers of the Conti- 
nent, and vve were, in a great meafure, unfupported. At p re- 
fer! t that Hate of things is entirely reverfed. At that time w r e 
iliould have had Spain with a llrong naval force againll us ; 
but at prefent, in all probability, we lhall have Spain for our 
ally. In fine, fo improved is the whole afpe£l of affairs in our 
favour, that if our fucccfs at that time was probable, it mull 
be now inevitable. 

He had heard it frequently urged in the courfe of thefe dif- 
cullions that this period was particularly unfavourable to a war 
with France, on account of the number of difeontented per- 
fons amongft us in corrcfpondence with the feditious of that 
country, who menaced and endangered our Government and 
Conftitution. That there was a final] party entertaining fuch 
defigns he> had very little doubt of ; and from their great a£li- 
vity he alfo confidered them as dangerous ; but he confefled 
that this very circumflance, fo far from deterring him from 
war, became a kind of inducement. They may be trouble- 
fome in time of peace — they may be tranquil in time of war ; 
for as foon as hoftilities were commenced, their correfpondence 
with the French mini ceafe, and all the refource they had 
would be to emigrate into that country, which would be a 
good thing for this, or remaining where they are, to condu£t 
themfelves like good citizens, as that cqrrcfpondence which in 
law is not punifhable now would in time of war be treafon. 

He had on a former occafion remarked, that we may always 
infer France as our natural enemy and rival, whether its Go- 
vernment were defpotic or free ; with this difference, that, 
under a defpotifm, we fhould be more liable to wars from in- 
trigue ; but under a good and free government, very different 
indeed from the prefent, though we fhould be lefs fubje£l to 
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wars, whenever they did happen, they would\ be more formi- 
dable. In the fame way he held it to be true With -refpeCl to 
ambition. The ambition of a monarch was no farther^ formi - 
dablc than as it was fupported by the power of the people ; 
but when a whole people, and thofe powerful, were ambiti- 
ous, hs was now the cafe in France, the alarm became ferious, 
and the confcquenccs may be dreadful. In every point of 
view in which the fubjcCt could be regarded, it concerned the 
independence and exigence cf this country to exert itfelf (he- 
nuoufly in oppoiing the progre-fs of the French arms. It was 
natural enough that we Ihould look on without taking any 
active part, if not with indifference at the progrefs of the com- 
bined armies’ in the invafion of France, for the Emperor and 
King of PrufTia being military, and not naval powers, we 
could be no fufferers by any acquifttions they might make. 
Far different were our intereds when referred to France — a 
mighty naval power, our conflant rival and inveterate enemy. 
Not content with the vaft range of coal! which fhe already 
poflefies, fufficient for the mod extenlive commerce, no 
fooner does fhe ftretch along in the career of conqueft but (lie 
proceeds to open the navigation of the Scheldt, in defiance of 
every guarantee and all fubfiding treaties. It was a rule uni- 
verfally admitted, that where a date poifelfed both banks of a 
river, that river belonged to it exclufively as far as the territory 
extended. But if the different banks belonged to different 
powers, then indeed the navigation of the river was in com- 
mon between them. Of the river Danube, both banks, for 
a confiderable fpace, belong to the Emperor, and both banks, 
for another fpace, to the Porte, ami each power retains the 
naVigation of its own (hare exclufively. So with Holland, 
they, had polfeflion of both banks of the Scheldt at the mouth, 
the exclufive navigation of which belonged to them of courfe, 
and was lecured and preferved to them by a variety of treaties. 
The late conduct of the French, therefore, was a mod daring 
infra&ion of ftipulations, which they were bound by juftice 
and by the law of nations to refpedl. They knew that we 
were engaged to protect Holland in this navigation : they alfo 
knew that we interfered fome time fince, by arms, to fulfil our 
guarantee, sod the jnfolent provocation now offered could not 
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be midaken, nor could it be overlooked but with a foul impu- 
tation of cowardice. 

The incredible fuccefs which the French had experienced in 
the latter part of the campaign rendered them lefs cautious to 
conceal t'heir views of univerfal empire. The King of Sar- 
dinia did not by any overt aft accede to the confederacy formed 
againft France, and Ihould therefore have been refpefted as a 
neutral power. They had, however, collected an army on 
his frontier, as foon as they heard that the queftion of making 
war upon them was debated in his council ; though it was car- 
ried in the negative, they did not hefitate to throw off the maik, 
and immediately ordered General Montefquieu to invade the 
country of Savoy. They did indeed make a pretence that the 
King entertained feveral emigrants, fome of them his own re- 
lations ; but furely if he did, it was done in commpn with 
every other country in Europe. Having accompli fhed the con- 
qued of Savoy, they advanced to the walls of Geneva, the in- 
habitants of which, terrified at their approach, called in to 
their aflidance a garrifon of Swifs from the neighbouring can- 
ton of Berne, as they were authorifed to do by treaty. Here- 
upon the French, in violation of the laws of nations, demanded 
that the Swifs fhould evacuate the city ; and what was dill 
more outrageous, that the. magi Urates who called them in 
fhould be punifhed. This conduft he reprefented very forcibly 
to be fuch a flagrant interference in the internal government of 
a neutral and independent date, as mud lilence the Lomplaints 
of France that other powers fhould interfere in hers. 

Miniders had been loudly centered for not having interpofed 
fooner by negociation, if they approved that mode ; or if they 
preferred arms, it was alked why they had not recourfe to them 
before France had fo far extended its conqueds ? To this he 
would reply, that England profefled and obferved the ftrifteft 
neutrality through the war, till the French violated the rights 
of other nations, and came at lad to infult and even invade 
our allies. The boad of Dumourier, that he would fpend his 
winter in BrUdels, was very generally known, and as gene- 
rally laughed at. That Great Britain did not aft in confe- 
quence of what was confidered then as a gafeonade, was only 
a proof of her moderation ; but it would be carrying that mo- 
deration too far, if Ihe did not aft at all. They had alfo in- 
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currcd reproach for not having been induftrious at an early pe*» 
riod to conciliate the good will apd friendfhip of France. But 
where perfons and things were every day changing, where all 
rule belonged to robbers and affaffins, in what quarter were 
they to apply ? What Government Ihould they acknowledge 
where there was no Government ? How could England re- 
cognife a Conftitution which the French themfclvcs were every 
day violating, and which is now no longer in exigence ? But, 
thank God ! England, fo long diftinguifhed for her. faithful 
and facred adherence to her treaties, would not forego her re- 
fpedtable and ufeful alliances for any new allies whatever, and 
lead of all furcly for fuch allies. 

He came now to the queftion of the time when this embally 
was propofed. In the note addrefled by the Secretary of State 
to Lord Gower, when he was about to leave Paris, His Ma- 
jefty, in his friendfhip and brotherly affe&ion for the Moll 
Chriftian King, was pleafed to demand of the National Con- 
vention that the perfons of the Royal Family Ihould be rc- 
Ipeded. When the life of Louis XVI. was apprehended to 
be in danger, and an application was made by the Miniflers of 
the Emperor and the King of Naples, His Majefty was pleafed 
to declare, that if the perfon of the French King was violated, 
the perfons guilty of fo atrocious an offence fliould find no a fy- 
lum in any part of his dominions. ** On this very day,” faid 
he, “ while we are here debating about fending an ambafTador 
“ to the French Republic, on this very day was the King to 
** receive fentence, and in all probability it is the day of his 
•' murder ! What is it then that gentlemen would propofe to 
** their Sovereign ? to bow his neck to a band of fanguinary 
“ ruffians, and addrefs an ambafTador to a fet of murderous 
•* regicides, whofe hands were ftill reeking with the blood of 
** a flaughtered monarch, and who he had previouily declared 
ihould find no refuge in his dominions. No, Sir, the Bri- 
“ tifh chara&er is too noble to run a race for infamy ; nor 
“ ihall we be the firft to compliment a fet of monfters, who, 
“ while we are agitating this fubje&, are probably bearing 
** through the ftreets of Paris, horrid fpe£tacle 1 the bloody 
“ vi&im of their fury.” 

Having expofed the indecency and difgrace of fuch a fub- 
he alfo remarked on the impropriety of giving a for$ 
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of oblique confirmation of the juftnefs of their principles? in 
the democratic appearance it would have, that the Houfe of 
Commons fhould recognize them as friends, though the King 
di fawned them. He then concluded with urging again the ne- 
ceflTty of arrefting the career of the French, who were not 
content with the ordinary mode of conqueft, but wherever they 
planted their tree of liberty, were alfo planting dangerous 
principles, fabverfive of order, of morality, and religion ; and 
he reminded the Houfe, that it was eafy to create opinions, but 
extremely difficult to revive them. A 

Mr. FRANCIS fail, he could aTure the Houle moll lo- 
lemnly, and molt truly, that when he cjime down to the Houfe, 
he had no thoughts of taking any part in the debate, and that 
nothing but the inflant urgency of the occafion, and the extra- 
ordinary language which he had heard this day, could have 
compelled him to requeft their attention even for a few mi- 
nutes. That he was neither prepared nor defirous to enter at 
large into the queflion. But, to declare his fentiments, and to 
deliver his opinion Ihortly and diftin&ly, was now made un- 
avoidable. It was forced upon him, not only by his public 
duty, but by the ftrongeft confiderations of perfonal intereft, 
by which every honeft man is bound to vindicate his honour, 
his principles, and his chara&er. I mud begin with remon- 
llrating and protefting againft the ftyle and tone with which 
this debate has been and is conducted. We are, or we pre- 
tend to be, a deliberative Aflembly. We are debating upon a 
fubjeft of the mod grave, the moll ferious, the moll folemn 
deliberation ; that is, whether this nation (hall, or fhall not, 
be expofed to the hazards, and involved in the calamities of 
war. But in what manner has this awful queftion been agi- 
tated ? Is it by appeals to our underftanding ? No, Sir, the 
underflanding has never once been appealed to. It is by ex- 
citing our paffions, it is by agitating our feelings, and by pre- 
fenting perpetually to our imagination fuch fceties of horror, 
as the human mind can hardly endure to contemplate. Thefe 
are the means, and the only means, which gentlemen have ta- 
ken to enlighten and to dire£t our judgement. I confcfs their 
end is anfvvered. The effe& does certainly correfpond with 
the caufe. The Houfe naturally catches the flame, partakes 
‘ in the farfaurpaflions of the perfon.s who addrefs them, and 
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inftead of difcu fling the great qucftion of war and peace with 
temper, with a cool and careful confideration of arguments* 
without which there can be no wil'dom either in the debate or' 
the decifion ; inftead of this, they in fa& deprive themfelves of 
all capacity to debate, of all faculty of judging ; they liflcn 
'With rapture to mere inve&ives, and echo them back again 
with (houts, with cries, and with clamours, renouncing and 
profcribing all liberty of opinion, all freedom of debate. Is 
thisaBritiih Houfe of Commons, or am 1 fuddenly tranfplant- 
ed by fbme enchantment into that Convention, again!! which 
the perpetual theme of reproach is, that they. deliberate in paf- 
fion, and refolye by acclamation ? Sir, it was not neccllary for 
thefe honourable gentlemen to revive and paint to you, as they 
perpetually do, the feenes of horror, which have been a<Sled at 
Paris. They are much mifiaken if they think that I do not 
view' thole execrable a£ls with as much deteftation as they do. 

‘ But it is my duty and my endeavour at this moment to turn my 
thoughts from them, as much as poflible, in order to keep my 
- mind in a Hate of freedom, and in a capacity to judge and to 
. pronounce upon thegreateft of all national interelts, which not 
only demands all the underftanding I poflefs, but the free and 
unbiafled ufe of it. On fuch a qucftion. Sir, I cannot indeed 
exclude the feelings of the heart ; but it is the head that fliould 
deliberate, it is the judgement that Ihould decide. Is there a 
queftion before us, or is there not ? Am I free, am I fafe in 
debating it ? If I hefitate, if I balance between war and peace, 
if I deliberate before I pronounce, is my integrity to be in- 
ftantly difputed, is my loyalty to be fufpe&ed ? Sir, I am not 
fond of making voluntary profeffions. I know how little they 
prove, and how little they are to be depended on. But the oc- 
cafion comes before me unfought for, when it is not a forward 
and officious profeflxon to declare, that in perfonal duty and af- 
fection to the King I yield to no man, and that, neither in 
this Houle, nor in the kingdom, has His Majefty a more loyal 
fubjeft than I am. The day of trial may come. Neceflity 
irrefiftible may force us into a war. When that neceflity 
comes, I will meet it and encounter it like a man, and as rea- 
dily perhaps as others, who talk more than I do, at the hazard 
of my fortune and life. But before that unhappy hour ihall 
come, I have another intermediate dut } erform ; to aflift 
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in preventing a war, if it be poffiblc. A barren duty, I fear if 
will be. Whatever fome gentlemen may think or affirm, we 
ire not yet in a ftate of war. If we were, there would be no 
queftion before us, but how to fupport it. We fhould. not 
have voted the addrefs we have done. We fhould not have 
thanked His Majefty for the “ ftridt neutrality which he has 
carefully obferved,” and from which he has not departed, 
much lefs for the gracious affurance he has given us of his 
hopes of “ preferving the bleffings of peace, by a firm and 
**- temperate condu£t, and that nothing fhall be neglected on 
“ his part that can contribute to that important objeff.” If 
fo, the object is not only important, but ftill within our reach. 
Is it a crime, then, am I inflantly criminal, is my loyalty to 
be fufpedted, if, to the beft of my judgement, I concur in the 
fentiments declared by His Majefty, if I co-operate with his 
gracious intentions, and, to the utmoft of my power, in fe- 
curing the fame objedts, in preferving the bleffings of peace ? 
If this be a crime, you mnft charge it upon the King’s Mini- 
fters, who advife His Majefty to hold fuch language to Parlia- 
ment ; to confider the prefervation of peace as a bleffing, when 
* in fadt it is a curfe, and to delude the nation with the hopes of 
preferving that peace which cannot be prefervedj hecaufe it 
does not exift ; becaufe, in fadl, we are in a war, while His 
Majefty tells us juft the contrary, and while we thank him for 
telling us fo. But now. Sir, in the name of God, how - is 
peace to be preferved, if you will take no one pacific ftep to 
preferve it ? I defy you to reconcile the language of thefe gen- 
tlemen with that of His Majefty, or with your own addrefs.— 
We are told by an honourable gentleman, who feems to be in 
the fecret ; he eonfeftes, he affirms, that in this war there is 
little to be gained, and a great deal to be loft. I agree with 
him entirely as far as he goes ; but I go much farther. I fay 
and affirm, that in this war there is nothing to be gained, and 
exery thing to be loft. The great parties which have engaged 
in it already, are all of them difgraced, if not ruined by it.— 
Will it mend the matter to add our ruin and difgrace to theirs ? 
Shall we fave that life, the lofs of which I fhall lament and 
deplore as much as any man ? Shall we reinftate the Houfe of 
Bourbon ? Shall we prevent the invafion, poflibly the conqueft, 
of Holland ? By war, impoffible, whatever the fuccefs. of it 
Vol. XXXIV. ’ 
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may be. But we are engaged by treaties. Agreed. But do 
thofe treaties forbid all preliminary negociation ? And if they 
did, is any nation bound to its own deflru&ion ? Are treaties 
ever executed, are they ever regarded, when they manifeftly 
lead to that iffue ? But ihew me at leaft how, and by what 
means thefe treaties are to be executed ? Is it fufficient to de- 
clare war, whether you have a rational profpeit or not ? I'n 
what quarter is France effentially vulnerable by the power of 
this kingdom ? I know it not : but if I did, the knowledge 
and certainty of my power ihould not make me the lefs cau- 
tious in what manner and for what purpofes I made ufe of it. 
Sir, all 1 contend for is, that thefe ferious queftions may be 
ferioufly confidered. We are as much bound to debate and de- 
liberate now, as we may be hereafter to a£t with vigour and 
decifion. They are only different, branches of the fame general 
duty which we owe to the King and to the country. Precipi- 
tation is not the foundation of firmnefs. Immediate paffion is 
Tio fecurity for future perfeverance. The time may come, 
when I muff yield to neceility, when deliberation mull be at 
an end, and a&ion mull begin. I will then take my (hare in 
it. Till that time, my proper office is deliberative and pacific, 
and I will perform it in fpite of clamour, in defiance of ob- 
loquy. I will do the invidious duty now. I will do the ho- 
nourable duty then. 

Mr. ERSKINE faid, he had been fo much accuftomed to 
hear the intereils of men defended upon the principles of rea- 
fon inftead of paffion, in another place, that he was under 
much difficulty where he found declamation fubftituted for ar- 
gument. He begged to be underftood not to give any opinion 
at all concerning the conftitution of France, and that he meant 
not to mix the affairs of France with the affairs of this country. 
He thought that gentlemen who call themfelves fo often the 
friends of our conllitution, might give credit to the fincerity of 
this declaration, as well as to the fincerity of the declaration 
of his right honourable friend who made this motion ; but no 
fooner had he made the motion, than a noble Lord ftarted up, 
and in a tone of the moil violent paffion reprobated both the 
motion and the motive from which it proceeded. He did not 
wiih to impute any ihameful excels to the noble Lord ; but he 
thought that if he was aihamed of the enthufiafm he had for- 
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tnerly felt in favour of his right honourable friend,, which he 
had fo often recommended to others, and a£led upon himfelf 
Co well, he ought to be afhamed of the enthufiafm he had be- 
trayed on the prefent occafion. If his right honourable friend, 
Mr. Fox, was an enemy to the conllitution, it was high time 
to defert him ; but from what he had always faid, what he 
had always done, there was the bell reafons for looking <Sh 
him as its firmed friend. What colour then was there for an 
attack upon his right honourable friend ? He conceived that 
on the firll day of the feflion, the Houle underftood that we 
are not at war with France, and that whether we are to get 
into that calamitous fituation, depended upon contingency.— 
He conceived it to be an evil which prudence might avert, 
which reafon taught us to avert, if pollible. What did his 
right honourable friend propofe ? Did he, when he adviled 
the King to treat by the medium of an Ambaflador, put into 
the mouth of that Ambaflador any thing that would degrade 
this country, or interfere with its true interefts ? No. He 
meant only that we lhall have a man on the fpot, cloathed with 
the character of an Ambaflador, that we might be in a fitua- 
tion to treat with France, as we Ihould with any other power. 
But it had been obferved, that it would be nugatory, in this 
condition of things, to fend an Ambaflador to France on the 
advice of that Houfc, unlefs they alfo advifed the King as to 
the inftrudions to be given to that Ambaflador. He confefled 
he thought otherwife ; and that this, like every other embafly, 
fhould be under the immediate direction of His Majefty. But 
France, it feemed, was in a fituation too degraded for us to 
treat with her. He had hitherto faid nothing on the affairs of 
France, and Ihould ftill obferve the fame rule ; but the queftion 
now amounted to this, whether we are pleafed to fay we will 
go to war with France at all events ? For that was the effect 
of treating France with contempt ? If war was inevitable, we 
mull boldly meet it ; but where was that war to end ? Were 
we refolved not to terminate it until the French had, in our 
opinion, formed a Government of moderation and of jultice ; 
or, perhaps what they never would have, a Government equal 
to our own ? Until all or fome of thele things were to hap- 
pen, we were to carry on a ruinous war, and be plunged into 
the mifery and horror that await a war, merely becaufe we 
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cannot upon a nice punctilio think it proper to fend a perion 
to France, to reprefent the dignity of this country ; and the 
evil was incurable, for the reafon which prevented us now 
from fending an Ambaffador to France might prevent our 
bringing the war, when we fhould think it neceflTary, to a de- 
termination. He was as unwilling to fee intemperate doc- 
trines maintai ned in this country as any perfon could be, but 
be did not fear it, for he was perfuaded of the good fenfe of 
the people of this country, and that they would not be eafily 
diverted from the point of their true intereft— -their intereft in 
the conftitution. He obferved that it had of late become fo 
much the fafhian for gentlemen to rehearfe their political creed, 
that he among the reft, muft fay he loved the Britifh conftitu- 
tion, and had as much reafon to wifh it preferved inviolate as 
any man in this country ; but the queftion was, whether we 
were at this moment to dafh into a war upon a petty pun&ilio 
of office? What had we to fear from fending an AmbaiTador 
to France? That his principles might be contaminated? 
That he ought be affli&ed with the French mania ? The plague 
of the mind was not like the plague of the body. The French 
conftitution could not be brought over in a bag of wool. Did 
we ever before this refufe to fend an AmbaiTador to any coun- 
try on account of the form of its conftitution ? Did we in- 
quire into the conftitution of Morocco when we fent our Am- 
baffador there ? Or did we object to treat with that people on 
account of their religion ? Indeed, it leemed to him politic 
that we fhould not be very fqueamifh upon thefe things. But 
he Was told, that we are in a fituation much more convenient 
to goto war with France, than on any former occafion : upon 
the (pint of the people of this. country, he had a firm reliance; 
they would fight againft the enemies of their country, he had 
no doubt ; but then the more we know of their courage and 
their virtue, the more we ought to endeavour to fpare their ef- 
forts, as well for them as'fpr ourfclvcs, for neither could bene- 
fit by war ; it was a fcourge to the human race ; it was well de- 
feribed by a man, who, if not poflelled of the firft, had never- 
thelefs a refpe&able degree of eloquence, he meant the late 
£)o£tor Johnfon, who thus fpoke of war. 

“ It is wonderful with what coolnefs and indifference the 
** greater part of mankind fee war commenced. Thofe that 
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“ hear of it at a didance, or read of it in books, but have ne- 
“ ver prefented its evils to their minds, confider it as little 
** more than a fplcndid game, a proclamation, an army, a 
“ battle, a triumph. Some indeed mud perilh in the mod 
44 fuccefsful field, but they die upon the bed of honour, relign 
44 their lives amidd the joys of conqueft, and filled with Eng- 
“ land’s glory, finite in death.” “ Such,” faid Mr. Erlkine, 44 I 
“ am confident will be the death of every Briton, who, if we 
44 are forced into a war, (hall fall in battle for the honour, 
44 the fhfety, the conditution and the freedom of his country, 
44 but let us fee the other fide of the picture. 

44 The life of a modarn foldieris ill reprefented by heroic 
“ fidlion. War has means of dcdrudl ion more formidable 
44 than the Cannon and the fword. Of the thoufands and ten 
44 thoufands that perilhed in our late conteds with France and 
44 Spain, a very fmall part ever felt the llroke of an enemy; 
44 the red languiflicd in tents, and (hips, amidd damps and 
44 putrefaction; pale, torpid, fpiritlefs, andhelpkfs; gafping 
44 and groaning, ungitied among men, made obdurate by long 
44 continuance of hopelefs mifery ; and were at lad whelmed 
44 in pits, or heaved into the ocean, without the lead pity, 
44 without notice, without remembrance. By incommodious 
44 encampments and un wholefome dations, where courage is 
44 ufelefs, and enterprize impracticable, fleets are filently dif- 
44 peopled, and armies lluggilhiy melted away.” 44 Such,” add-, 
•d Mr. Erfldne, 44 are the inevitable evils to which we expofe 
44 the bed and braved of our fellow fubje&s by war. What 
44 then are the advantages we reap from it, even when the 
44 termination h mod profperous ; and who are they that reap 
44 the profit — who are ready on all occafions to raife the voice 
44 of acclamation when war ispropofed? 

44 Thus is a . people gradually exhauded, for the mod part, 
44 with little effect. The wars of civilifed nations make very 
44 flow changes in the fy Hern of empire. The public perceives 
44 fcarcely any alteration but an increafe of debt ; and the few 
44 individuals who are benefitted, are not fuppofed to have the 
44 cleared right to tbeir advantages. If he that (hared the 
44 danger enjoyed the profit, and after bleeding in the battle 
44 grew rich by the victory, he might (hew his gains without 
* 4 envy. But at the conclulion of a ten-years war, how ace 
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“ werecompenfed for the death of multitudes and the expence 
“ of millions, but by contemplating the fudden glories of pay- 
“ mailers and agents, contractors and commillaries, whole 
“ equipages Ihine like meteors, and whofe palaces rile like 
“ exhalations? 

“ Thefe are the men who, without virtue, labour, or haz- 
“ ard, are growing rich as their country is impoverilhed ; 
“ they rejoice when obftinacy or ambition adds another year 
“ to daughter, and devaluation ; and laugh from their delks at 
“ bravery and fcience, while they are adding figure to figure, 
“ and cypher to cypher, hoping for a new contract from a 
“ new armament, and computing the profits of a liege or 
** tempell. ” 

“ Thefe,” faid Mr. Erflcine, “ are the men, I know they 
“ are, who dwell in palaces rather than common habitations, 
€t who revel in luxury and riot ; who, without virtue, induf-r 
“ try, or courage, derive a fplendid revenue from the ruin of 
“ their country \ who look upon every new contrad as an 
“ eftate, for which they would facrifice one half of their fpe- 
** cies ; and when the toils of battle are over, proudly defpife 
u the very men by whofe labours they became rich. I will 
“ not confent to the ruin of my country by war, to oblige 
** fuch characters. I fay,' you Ihould deliberate again and 
“ again, before you go to war.” He would not attack the 
right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) who was not yet re- 
turned to that Houfe ; but he had a Her ted in the King’s fpeech, 
and the Houfe had agreed to the truth of it, in their addrefs, 
that the furplus, as it was called, would be fufficient to carry 
on the war without a frelh impofition of taxes. Did they 
really mean to fay that fuch a miferable pittance was fuilicicnt 
to carry on the war, and that too at a time when we were 
hardly able to make the revenue meet the various claims upon 
it ? What fort of a war was it to be that was thus to be fup. 
ported, and that againft a people who were deferibed (but he 
did not join in thift defeription) as having become favage be. 
yond all reafon, who have no fenfe of jufticc or humanity, 
and are aiming at univerfal dominion ? But it feemed that his 
.right honourable friend (Mr. Fox) was a dangerous man to 
his country at the prefent moment from the opinions he held ; 
a&tf a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) mull let loofe 
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all the virulence of inve&ive again ft him, becaufe after agree- 
ing fo long, they now happened to differ. He could never 
forget the fervices of that right honourable gentleman, from 
whofe writings he had learned much of the general principles 
of freedom, and much of thofe principles as modified by the 
Britifh conftitution. But at the time thofe writings were pub- 
lifhed, the right honourable gentleman and his opinions were 
treated with as much afperity in that Houfe, as the opinions 
now held by his right honourable friend, and thofe who fup- 
ported them. From the recollection of what is palled, let 
us learn to bear with one another, and not impute bad mo- 
tives to thofe who differ from us. As to my right honourable 
friend, I believe him to be a man born for great events, with 
a mighty mind to comprehend, and commanding eloquence to 
point out the true interefts, joined to a temper mofl extraordi- 
narily fuited to give to thefe great qualities their due effeCf— 
formed by the blefling of Providence to guard, to invigorate, 
to fave from ruin our conftitution, and to remedy the vices of 
the times. He has faid that he will Hand in the gap to preferve 
our conftitution i men of characters as irreproachable as their 
talents are eminent, have faid they will Hand with him, and 
can we have better fecurity ? He obferved it had of late be- 
come a prerogative in the Houfe to treat gentlemen rather as 
confpirators than Members of the Houfe of Commons, if, 
fpeaking of the French, they did not rail againft them with all 
the virulence of inveCtive ; and they were treated in the fame 
way if they fpoke of our Government, and did not praife it in 
the moil exaggerated terms. They were placed, as it were, 
in the lituation of a criminal, who had to anfwer for an of- 
fence rather than deliver an opinion. But to return to the ques- 
tion — We were to go to war, and the country was ready, in 
many parts, it was faid, to fall into a ftate of infurre&ion. If 
fo, all he could fay was, that we ought to take great care that 
we did not needlefsly add to the public burdens, becaufe it 
would add to the public difeontent. The next queftion was, 
when was the war to be concluded ; that was, at the accom- 
plifhment of what point ? for there was nothing fpecified in 
that refpeCt. If no limitation could be given, thofe who vot- 
ed for a war voted for that to which there was no termination. 
Influenced by thefe confederations, and conceiving that the 
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motion of his right honourable friend tended to avert a war, 
he gave it his mod: cordial aflfent. 

The MASTER OF THE ROLLS was aftonifhed to hear 
fo much declamation on the miferies of war from the fupporters 
of this motion, as if they alone were fenfiblc to its calamities. 
He affined them, that he and thofe with whom he a&ed, loved 
.war as little as they did ; but they could not decline it, when 
their intereft and honour, as a nation, and their chara&er, as 
faithful allies, demanded it of them. France certainly had, 
fince the Duke of Brunfwick’s retreat, obtained very furprifing 
advantages j in confequence of which, they were now fpoken 
of as a nation and government perfe£lly eftablifhed. His opi- 
nion was very different ; for he was of opinion, that the allies 
would ftill fucceed, the French conquefls be re-taken, and their 
motley government be overturned. 

With regard to fending them an AmbafTador, he would cut 
the matter ihort, by afking the right honourable gentleman this 
plain queftion — Would you go : — He would put the fame quef- 
tion to all the other gentlemen, and was apprehenfive that not 
one would take the office, and expofe his life amongft thofe 
ferocious favages. The Convention, in fa£t, had received 
Ambafladors already, in the perfons of two fellows, calling 
tHemfelves the Reprefentatives of the People of Great' Britain, 
viz. Frort: and Barlow. Then, if an AmbafTador came to their 
bar with credentials from the King of Great Britain, it was 
more than probable that he would be difmiHed with ignominy 
and infult. They would afk him, “ Do you come from the 
“ King or the People ? We have the Britifh Ambaffadors 
“ already, and we have vowed an enmity to all Kings — Be 
ft gone !” He would not confent to expofe his country to fuch 
an humiliation, even if he had no other reafons for refufing his 
aflent to the motion : as to fend an Ambalfador at the prefent . 
moment, he fhould confider as to fue for peace. 

Mr. WINDHAM acknowledged, that when any meafursr 
proceeded from Mr. Fox, • it was not without the greatcfl anx- 
iety that he refufed his afTent to it. What the judgement of 
his right honourable friend was, every one knew ; how pure his 
motives, how eminent his integrity, it would be as impertinent in 
him to explain, as it would be in any one to wafte the time of 
the Jloufc in difeufling pofitions that were acknowledged by 
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a|i mankind. However wide, therefore, the difference that 
hMfted between his right honourable friend. and him; he was 
perfuaded that it was only that fpecies of difference which exifts 
between two perfOns, beholding the fame objed from two dif- 
tind points of view. He was perfuaded that it was not a dif- 
ference that extended to principle. Having paid this juft tri- 
bute to Mr. Fox, he hoped that he fhould not appear to have 
been bribed to it, by the partial compliments he had received 
from his right honourable friend ; he hoped that it would be 
feen to be the genuine refult of conviction ; the unbiafled tefti- 
mony of experience. 

He agreed with Mr. Fox in his ftatement, that this was 
merely a meafure of expediency that did not implicate the con- 
duct or the government of France. He acceded not qnly to 
this pofition, but to his right honourable friend’s alfertion, that 
neceffity often dictated to one country a recognition of the 
power of another. Having made a conceilion to this extent, 
he contended that thofe who argued againft a recognition of the 
Republic of France, were fortified not only by experience, but 
by higher principles, by the interefts of nations, and by the dic- 
tates of humanity. Thus “ thrice armed/’ very powerful ar- 
guments indeed ought to be ufed, more powerful than any that 
had been ufed, to induce the Houfe to ailent to the motion of 
his right honourable friend ; for by recognizing the Republic- 
of France, what confequences would Great Britain produce ? 
The complete alienation of thofe powers with whom (he was 
at prefent allied ; not only the alienation of allies, but by giv- 
ing the whole weight of her charader to France, (he would 
place all the reft of Europe in a fituation deplorable indeed ; 
(he would arm every fubjed, of every kingdom* againft the 
powers that governed thofe kingdoms ; (he would produce con- 
fluences as fatal to the future interefts of the world, and as 
much to be lamented, as the retreat of the combined armies 
from France, which he looked upon to be the molt fatal event 
that had ever happened. 

If he were to be alked, whether he would fubmit to an evil, 
or wait for a neceffity, he was not quite fure that he would not 
wait for compulfion, and take that for his juftification. That 
Great Britain fhould be the firft country to be lefs (hocked with 
maftacre and murder 1 That foe fhould be the firft country $9 
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evince a want of feeling, filled him with anguilh, and with 
horror ! That (he Ihould be the firft to preclude herfelf from 
forming a part of the confederation, Was difgraceful ! If fub- 
million to France mult be the confequence, neceflity Ihonld 
flrft juftify that fubmiflion. Well did the Houfe know, that 
no inquiry could be made into the origin of Governments ; the 
greater the fpacc of time, therefore, that elapfed from that 
origin, the fmallcr was the crime incurred. Evils, by mere 
time, become lefs; by time the Government of France v might 
become lefs (hocking, and lefs wicked. 

After all, lie confofled he had not heard what advantages 
were to refult from a recognition of the Republic of France. 
All that he had heard was, that the effect of negociation might 
difpofe France to fuch meafures as would prevent the neceflity 
of war ; but, good God ! what method could be more dilho- 
nourable than this ! what propofition could confer more fhame 
upon the country ! 

With refpect to the temper and feelings of the people, he 
acknowledged that they ought, on all occafions, to be confult- 
ecf. This was proper, beeaufe the public judgement was the 
great rule of right and wrong. Every free Government would 
a& on this position ; but if by the feelings of the people it was 
meant, that the nccefliy of a war, or the neceflity of peace, 
fliould be determined by the firit impreflion of the Public, no 
impreflion would be found to be more falfe. It was contrary 
to the fcheme of the Conftitution, which had placed the deter- 
mination of this neceflity, not in the Public at large, but in a 
fource the fartheft removed from the people — in the Crown ; 
for War generally depended on a feries. of fa&s that could not 
be publicly known. War could never be adopted but on re- 
mote principles. Were the people, therefore;, he would alk, 
poflefled of fuch capabilit ies, as were abfolutely neceflary for 
the dilcuflion of fuch quell ions ? Clearly not. This remark 
be had judged it neceflary tp make, beeaufe a pofition had been 
much circulated, that in tranfadf ions of this nature, the Go- 
vernment of the country was not to be confidered. 

Thcfe fentiment?, inadequate as they were to the magnitude 
of the quell ion, the fuggcltion of which perhaps he lamented, 
determined him to give his vote againft the propofition for lend'* 
ing m Ambafladpr to the FrenclLRepubliCr 
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• Mr. WHITBREAD faid, it was the right of the people to 
know the opinion of their reprefentatives, and it was the right 
of each Member of that Houfe to exprefs his opinion candidly 
and impartially. The abilities and integrity of the right ho- 
nourable gentleman who fpoke lad he never doubted, but, 
however great his refpedl, he would not pay fo great a defe- 
rence to them as to give up his opinion upon the prefent fub- 
jc£t. He had dated in effedl that ■which alarmed him very 
much to hear that Great Britain was in a confederacy 
“ againd the French. [Here there was a vehement cry of 
“ No! No! No!” — ] “ He mud know better than I,” 
faid Mr. Whitbread, “ whether he did or did not fay lo, but 
“ I am impretled with that idea.” Many gentlemen argued 
as if the quedion upon this motion was, whether we lhall 
have peace or war with France ? His right honourable friend 
by that motion bad not claimed the right of going to war with 
France at all, nor had he infided upon avoiding it ; all he faid 
was, that we Ihould try the event of a negociation fird, and if 
afterwards it was found we could not do without a war, he 
would alfid Government, and fo he hoped they would alj, 
with their fortunes and their lives. But it had been faid, that 
it would be a reproach to this country to negociate with 
France : we faid to the French, “ Shall we negociate with 
you?” — No! “ You are a parcel of ruffians and aflaffins.”— ’ 
Mr. Whitbread obferved, that he was not danding up in de- 
fence of alfaffins, but he was danding up in defence of his 
country. The honourable gentleman who fpoke lad, had 
faid, it would be a degradation for us to negociate with the 
French at prefent. That the time might come, when necef- 
lity might compel us. What then did we fay to the French 
by this ? “ You are a parcel of aflaffins ; but if you aflaffins 
“ compel us, we mud negociate with you.” Thus our con- 
felling we negociated by neceffity on our fide, would, accord- 
ing to the difpofition we were pleafed to give to the French, 
juftify any aft on theirs. We fliall have given to a malicious 
difpofition the highed polfible provocation, and mud bear the 
effect. In all the points in which he could view that obfer- 
vation, “ that we Ihould not treat with the French until necefi- 
** fity compelled us,” it appeared to him to be the mod futile 
he ever heard. Another thing had been dated, which he did 
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.net believe to be true, to the extent it had been aflerted, that 
the French Republic was not acknowledged any where. He' 
believed this aflertion was too general, for that the French Re- 
public had been acknowledged. 

- A learned gentleman (the Mailer of the Rolls) had alked, 
who would go AmbalTador to France ? He' believed that no 
man; who had any regard for the intereft of his country, would 
refufe to go. There were AmbalTador s from feveral parts of 
Europe now at Paris, not indeed fent there lince the depofition 
of the King, but who having been there before, had remained ; 
they might not have inftruftions from their different Courts to 
acknowledge the French Republic, but they were there. Swe- 
den had an AmbalTador there, and fo, he believed, had our 
good ally the Dutch. The heads of thefe men were ilill upon 
their Ihoulders, and he faw no danger to the Britilh Minifter, 
had he llaid thereafter the dethronement of the Monarch. As 
to the caufe for which we were going to war, it was alked for 
what purpofe, and to whom Mr. Erlkine applied his quotation ? 
The anfwer was obvious ; he applied it to all thofe who talked 
of war with the French Republic in a tone of acclamation. — 
For what were we going to war ? For the exclufive navigation 
of the Scheldt. This leemed to him to be very unnatural ; for 
he believed the courfe of rivers to belong to all the countries 
through which they flow, at leaft God and Nature directed it 
fo ; but perhaps fome men might know better. What objec-» 
fion had we to a negotiation, as allies of the Dutch ? They 
had opened a negociation for themfelves ; they fuffered French 
vellels to go up the Scheldt, only entering in a proteft, in order 
to have the matter afterwards difeufled. But it was faid, that 
if a negociation on our part was to be agreed on, we Ihould not 
know with whom we were going to negociate ; then we did not 
know with whom we were going to war. But all thefe objec- 
tions were fophiftical ; for he knew there exilled a provilional 
executive Council in France, with whom any Court might 
treat ; and his right honourable friend had pointed that out 
clearly in his motion, and by a negociation with that Council 
we might fave this country from a ruinous war. But we were 
told, that this interfered with the executive Government of the 
nation. Then the queftion was refolved tcuhis, “ Has or has 
up* this Houfe a right to advife the Crows ?” Could thdrs be 
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two opinions upon that queftion ? It was npt only their right* * 
but it was alfo their duty, to advife the Crown in cafes of im- ; 
portance to the intereft of the country. He then took notice 
of the various reports of in fur reft ions in different parts of the 
kingdom, ftated by Mr. Dundas, but which appeared. to be 
unfounded ; there was faid to be fomething of that fort at Dun- 
dee ; a gentleman who came from that quarter, had contradict- 
ed that to his fatisfa&ion. An infurredion had been faid to 
have taken place at Sal i {bury ; a gentleman who was fuppofcd 
to know, had faid, that no man in his fenfes could call it an 
infurre&ion. At Shields there had been a difturbance, but not 
of a political nature, and on the part of the populace the com- 
plaints were fo juft, that the very magiftrates advifed that they 
ihould be attended to. What then was meant by the alarming 
military preparation all over the country ? for he came through 
a vaft deal of it in his way to London. All he now wanted 
to know of the Minifter was, what anfwer he was to give to- 
his condiments when he returned to them, if they ihould alk 
what was the reafon of thefe military preparations ? If not, 
he would fay, 

Why do you make us fools of nature, 

Thps^^o horribly to fhake our difpofitions 

With thoughts beyond the reaches of our. fouls. 

At Manchefter indeed there had been a riot, but that was fince 
the meeting of the Houfe, and in confequence of what had 
been faid in it by fomc of the Minifter’s friends, and the cry 
was “ Church and King ! ” It was a loyal mob ; fo was the 
mob at Birmingham. What raifed it, and what would raife 
it ? The conduct of His Majefty’s Minifters. He had been 
accufed of being an enemy to Government : he was calum- , 
niated. He loved the monarchy, he loved the ariftocracy, he 
loved the democracy of this country ; but he had no attach- 
ment to the abufes in any department whatever. This, he be- 
lieved, was the fentiment of every man with whom he a&ed 
and while his right honourable friend and leader (Mr. Fox), 
with his tranfeendant abilities, and others he efteemed, Hood 
ip the gap between obftinacy and prejudice on the one hand, 
and unprincipled liceptioufoefs-on the other, he would fta&fc 
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by them» and fight by them, without fear or dread. While 
be Was the leader, de republica Hon defperandum . 

Mr. WINDHAM rofe to fet the honourable gentleman 
right concerning a paffage in his fpeech which he had mifcoii- 
ceived. He faid that he had not aflerted that this country was 
in a confederation with forejgfr powers againit France ; but 
that we ought not to a& fo as to preclude ourfelves from join- 
ing fiich confederation. 

Mr. WHITBREAD faid, that the conduit which had been 
recommended by the mover of the quedion did not tend to 
preclude a junction of that nature. 

Mr. GRANT oppofed the motion before the Houfe. All 
the foreign jurifts and celebrated writers on the law of nations, 
Ik faid, had laid it down as a clear and indubitable principle of 
propriety, that rivers belonged to thofe who inhabited their 
banks, juft as far, and no farther, than thofe banks extended. 
If the banks belonged to different people, then the dominion 
over the river was divided, each people poileffing the part that 
was contiguous to their domain ; and fuch was the policy of 
tills didribution, that if it had not been fo laid down by the 
abled writers on the laws of nations, it would have been a 
pofitive ftipulation indifpenfably neceflary under the law of 
nations, for without it no date could be i'ecure. If the courfe 
of rivers was, as is contended by the French, as open and 
common to mankind as the fea itfelf, a fleet' of French and 
Spaniards might fail up the Thames, and we Ihould have no 
right to moled them until they actually began hodilities. 
Agreeable to this law of nations, we find every other civilifcd 
Rate had invariably a&ed. It had been dated by an honour** 
able gentleman (Mr. Jenkinfon) very truly, that the Danube 
traverfed both the territories of Audria and Turkey, yet nei- 
ther the Porte nor the Court of Vienna ever pretended to pafs 
the limits of their territorial bounds. The mouth of the 
'Scheldt, therefore, he contended, being between the banks of 
Holland, gave them, under the law of nature and nations, a 
mod incontrovertible right to the exclufive pofieflion of that 
river as far as their banks extended ; but, independent of ge- 
neral dodrine, that right has been repeatedly acknowledged 
arid ratified by exprefs treaty with the fovereign power of that, 
country, which alpne could have any pretence to interfere. 
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As well might France interpofe, therefore, between the Spa* 
'niards and Englifh, relative to the regulations of the naviga- 
tion of the river Mifliflippi in America. Their interference 
Srelative to the Scheldt (hews no lefs arrogance and injuftice 
than a rooted contempt of exiting order and moral obligation. 
Befide, why ihould we fend an ambaflador to France, when 
the fiibjeCt matter of contention lay between our allies, the 
Dutch, and Erabant. The French had not conquered the Ne- 
therlands, by their own declaration ; they had only reftored the 
fbvereignty of the people. Shall France be fuffered, there- 
fore, to arrogate to itfelf the umpirage of -all difputes in Eu- 
rope? The reftlefs, meddling difpofition of that country, 
which an honourable gentleman (Mr. Jenkinfon) had declared 
was fo long the fcourge of mankind under the defpotifm of its 
Crown, feemed now no lefs difpofed to blaft the happinefs of 
man under the (till more wild and unlimited defpotifm of the 
people. It is not pretended that &e Brabanters themfelves 
complained, though perhaps by this time the conjoined efforts 
of artifice and force, w hich their protective and humane allies 
fo inceflantly exert, may have inftigated fome idea of grie- 
vance. 

But, after all, why fend an ambaflador any where : nego- 
tiation could only ba effectual where fome object of doubt and 
uncertainty exifted. The late affair relative to Spain and this 
country was a proper objeCt of negociation. In the vaft traCb 
of country where the objeCt arofe the metes and boundaries 
were indefinite and obfeure, the meafures complained of might 
not have been authori fed or countenanced >by the Coiirt of 
Spain, and complete reflitution and indemnification might 
have been made. But if France by furprife had feized on 
Portfmouth, or any other of our harbours, or had declared its 
intention of doing fo, would Englifhmen condefcend to fend 
an ambaflador to negociate ? They have declared publicly 
their intention pf unjuftly invading the rights of our allies ; 
and their rights, while faith and honour remained in England, 
were the rights of Englifhmen. ' What is there to negociate ? 
The French admit the fubfiftihgtreaties, but deny their force. 
Ihftead of a ftatefman, youdhould fend, a prafefTor of cafuiftry* 
Nothing remained for inquiry but an ahftraCt and metaphyficai 
queXiiqp on die moral competence of confraCks. Shall it.be’ 
3 
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atkptared that the firft principle of morals (ball be controverted, 
rad the community of nations turned into a fchool of mcta- 
phyftcal fceptics ? At laft, cut bom ? fuppofe you fettle the 
dispute with the prelent executive council, their fucceffors, 
armed with the natural, imprefcriptible rights of man, .will, 
by the very lame reafons, deny their right to fettle it. You 
can obtain nothing lhor,t of total abandonment but what the 
metaphyfical wand of thefe perverted logicians will deftroy, as 
by magic. What ! bind by treaty the rights of man ! It is 
impoflible, they would exclaim — nature forbids it — right is 
paramount to treaty. Thofe with whom younegociated thus 
exceeded their power, and betrayed their conftituents, and the 
contra& is therefore void. Having thus furveyed the motion 
as it related to right and utility, he adverted with much addi- 
tional force to the indignity fuch a proceeding would throw on 
this country, and concluded with a decided negative to the 
motion. * 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG faid, that he Ihould by no means 
have -chofen to follow the laft fpeaker, who had difplayed fuch 
ability as little inclined him to provoke a com pari fon by riling 
fo immediately after him, but that the times required every 
man's taking a decided part, and he wifhed to feize the firft oc- 
cafian of pledging himfelf to the fervice of his country and 
bur happy conftitulion of Government, independent of all per- 
ibnai canfiderations wltatever, and begged to afl'ert that inde- 
pendence for himfelf by declaring, that however he was fully 
inclined to fopport the prefent Adminiftration of Government, 
be did it conditionally, on their adhering to the meafures that 1 
faked the exigencies of the countiy and the principles of the 
Cor&ttution. Thefe were bis true and only grounds of at- 
tachment to them, for he certainly would never receive place 
or office under any Admini fixation whatever. Gentlemen 
faould oeafc to look to' one fide of the Houfe or to the other : 
they (hould look only to the welfare of their country — fo the 
times requiced. . For the queftion of lending an Ambaflador to 
Paris, be would not bod bfrer the ground fo ably taken up by 
the laft fpeaker : he would adcbf '.however, two obfervations on 
the policy of the meafnns. ~ Firft, aa to the _ French Aflembly 
dWfiriqg « Britifh Ambafladorr is it not rather to be prefumed 
ffioy will not neat but conditionally —be thought it was lb to 
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be prefumed — we were to judge of the future by the paft. 
When the Duke of Bruhfwick fent to negociate during his re- 
peat, the haughty anfwer was that of the Roman to Pyrrhus : 
r‘ We will not treat whilft you are in our country.” — Are we 
prepared for an anfwer of like import ? Are we prepared, as 
a preliminary ftep, to difembody the militia, '‘and lay afide our 
naval preparations? If. England could dcfcend to fobafe and 
humiliating a procedure, yet another confideration is to be ob- 
viated. Can we acknowledge the Conftitution of the French 
Republic ? Have themfelves acknowledged a Conftitution i 
They have not. They have a Committee at this hour prepa- 
ring one. Mark the confequcnces in treaty. England, treat- 
ing with the prefent provifionary Government, is bound to the 
fucceeding Government. The fucceeding Government will 
not be bound to England. England figns exprefs conditions— 
'France has thus on the other fide a chart e blanche. England 
muft adhere — France may adhere, or may not. 

Having faid fo much of the treaty merely in the light of a 
federal treaty with a foreign power. Sir William begged to 
confider it for a moment in a domeftic point of view, and in 
this light it ftruck him as rather a commercial treaty — a treaty 
for the more eafy and ready import of plots and treafons. He 
by no means imputed bad motives to thofe who fupported the 
motion. Different pcrfons faw different obje&s in various 
points of view, and under divers colours, and the arguments 
that were convincing to one mind, did not appear fo to ano- 
ther; for his own mind it was fo framed, that it could admit 
no argument in favour of the motion that did not have a fa- 
vouring of national cowardice or treachery — a mean and timid 
petition to France, or refort to French connexion, for fupport 
of Britifh treafons. However, he perfectly exculpated others 
of' a different opinion from the one or the other of thefe mo- 
tives, as they a&ed on other confiderations, and which did not 
come home to his mind ; yet for himfelf he was thus bound to 
oppofc and reprobate the meafure. He would farther repro- 
bate the language for the two days paft held in that fjoufe as 1 
of a party kind, arid not quite partaking of that candour and 
moderation with which gentlemen on the other fide of the 
Houle mutually complimented each other — as the Dutch Go- 
vernor of Batavia, who fmoked his pipe fileatly whilft the ca nr 
Vg L . XXXIV. S 



130 PARLIAMENTARY A. 179a. 

non anfvvercd to the toads of “ The Stadtholder ” and of 
' “ Their High Mighttnefles,” but when his Excellency ^yas 
toafted, gravely role, and audibly gave, “ Myn own gob^l 

health.” He could not term it candour and moderation ta\ 
repeat, as a watch-word of Oppofition, “Government has 
“ calumniated the loyalty of the People,” when early on the 
firfl day a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) had put 
this matter in fo clear and flrong a point of view when he afked 

Whether Cicero calumniated the loyalty of the Roman peo- 
“ pie when he mod virulently reprobated Catiline and his 
“ confpirators in league with Gaul againft the conflitution of 
** the Roman republic r ” The unwarrantably declaring Go- 
vernment to have calumniated the loyalty of the People is itfelf 
a calumny, tending to breed difaffedlion ; and, on the other 
fide, the frequent declarations that there are none difaffe£ted 
and plotting againft their country, have the bad tendency to 
fet the vigilance of the country aileep, and give advantage to 
defigning and difloyal fubje&s. He therefore called on Go- 
vernment and on the Nation to redouble their vigilance in pro- 
portion as fuch arguments and language were ufed ; and for 
himfelf, whether as a militia-man, a magi (Irate, or reprefen- 
tative in that Houfe, he would, to the belt of his abilities, ie- 
•ond the efforts of Government, and the more fo, as he was 
aware of the neceftity, from inftances of incendiaries in his 
own neighbourhood in the country. — [There was here a call 
of Name ! Name ! which was not complied with.j — Sir Wil- 
liam fat down, pledging himfelf, in the ftrongeft manner, to 
an independent lupport of Government in their meafures for 
obviating danger to the country, either within the kingdom or 
jfrom without. 

Mr. BURKE beftowed the warmert panegyric on Mr. Jen- 
jkinfon, Mr. Frederic North, and other young gentlemen who 
Jiad glorioully flood forward to refill the growing evils. They 
inherited all the talents and virtues of their illuflrious fathers, 
whofe eloquence had often attracted the admiration of the 
Houfe. In them the new doctrines, which menaced deftruc- 
tion to all lovers of peace and order, would find very power" 
ful opponents. 'While they remained in the field of action, 
armed at all points for the combat, while the patriotifm of 
their fathers animated them in defences of the Conftitution, 
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while they were emboldened and invigorated by the growing 
danger, the People need not tremble for the pernicious confe- 
odences of the new fyftem of France, accompanied by the 
/threatened argument of the fword. In the formidable phalanx 
which now appeared the country might repofe the greateft 
confidence. They would dafh and repel the impending ftorm. 
So might it always be. Might there be an eternal fucceffion 
of talents and principles adverfe to thcfe new French doc- 
trines — 


Tumvos, O Tyrii, flirpem et genus omne 1 .. *»m 

Exercete odiis : cinerique hacc mittite noftro 
Munera. Niillus amor populis nec foedera funto. 
JLitora litoribus contraria, ttu&ibus undas 
Imprecor, arma armis : pugnent ipfi que nepotes. 


If called upon in defence of our liberties, the friends of the 
Conftitution would enter the lifts in battle array : they would 
oppofe the enemy man to man, foot to foot, and lhield to 
fhield. A learned gentleman (Mr. Erfkine), who feemed a 
convert to the new dodtrines, had exemplified in his conduct 
the truth and wifdom of the ancient adage, “ Know yourfelf.” 
With the greateft care he endeavoured to imprefs upon the 
minds of his hearers, that, till now, he had cautioufly avoided 
fpeaking of the affairs or government of France. Thus he 
very wifely difplayed the force of his eloquence in filence ; 
and had he ftill adhered to that mode of reafoning, the Houfe, 
if a judgement might be formed from his fpeech that night, 
would have had no caufe to lament the delicate fuppreftion of 
his fentiments. His fagacity was beft exprefled by his iilence. 
How could he otherwife treat the Government and Conftitu- 
tion of France, which had no exiftence whatever ? It was a 
proper and delicate fenfibiiity to remain filent on this ideal fub- 
je£l, unlefs, in the hey-day of his enthufiafm, he yielded to 
the impulfe of fiction. It was yet in a ftate of chaos. Bjut 
the learned gentleman’s modefty o’erttepped now the limits of 
his former diferetion, and he came forward an advocate for 
that Conftitution which had no exiftence. If lie declined a 
defence to the full extent, he at leaft advanced half way, forti- 
, Bed very ingenioudy by his mental refervation. In deprecating 
the "Calamities of war againft a nation of barbarians* tie fup- 

S 2 



PARLIAMENTARY 


13* 


A. 1793* 


pbrted his hypothefis by an admirable quotation from the late 
Dr. Johnfon : — “ As the right of rivers had lately become the 
“ topic of difeuftion, and as the new advocates for nature efi^ 
** not hefitate to commit infractions of all treaties, by a total\ 
“ deftrudion to the laws of nations, fo the learned gentleman, 
4t by his wide excurfion in the fields of fancy, impelled by the 
€t full tide of the new dodrines, prefented to our heated ima- 
u gination his own opinions and thofe of the celebrated au- 
“ thor, crofting each other like the Rhone and the Sone — the 
“ ftender dreams of the former fwallowed up in the immenfe 
** gulph of the latter.” In calling in the aid of Dr. Johnfon 
to enforce his arguments againd a foreign war, the learned 
gentleman produced a very formidable champion indeed. He 
was a great and a good man : his virtues were equal to his 
tranfeendant talents, and his friendftiip he valued as the greated 
confolation and happinefs of his life. It might, however, 
efcape the learned gentleman’s memory, that this eminent au- 
thor, who wrote with fuch energy againd a foreign war, had 
afterwards, on the memorable rupture between this country 
and America, fummoned all his vigour and eloquence in vin- 
dication of a. civil war. He widied fincerely that hodilities 
might be avoided ; but if our jud refentment were fulminated 
againd the aflaftins who offered us the comforts of fire and 
fword, a civil war might be prevented in England. The 
French agents were remarkably adive in exciting commotions. 
The arm of power ought to crulh them — a criminal fufpen- 
fion would entail upon our fellow fubjeds mod dreadful difaf- 
ters. In the mad, wicked, and abominable career of the 
French, he had fondly hoped that ere now the hand of nature 
would have arreded them j that they would have been brought 
to condign punilhment for their manifold and unparallelled ini- 
quities, and precipitated With a tenfold fury to that place fo 
happily congenial with their horrid difpofitions. But it did 
not as yet pleafe Providence to check their progrefs. *>They 
had inundated their murderous myrmidons into Savoy and Bra- 
bant ; had perhaps before this time commenced hodilities 
againd our allies the Dutch, proudly anticipated a conqued of 
the whole Continent, and menaced Great Britain with thehr 
pkf&rine and their arms. Thefe were ferious fads, and de- 
Wflndcd immediately the mod adive exertions. In this dread- 
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fill dilemma were we to abandon Government ? Ho ; let us 
ftrengthen their ftrength ; let us teach a gang of homicides and 
’ regicides what they have to expedt from a dignified people, 
emulous of each other in the caufe of true liberty. Alluding 
to Mr. Erlkine’s excurfion to the Continent, Mr. Burke iro- 
nically obferved, “ Perhaps the learned gentleman’s prefenl 
“ fpeech and former filence arofe from his ignorance of the 
“ ftate of France ! Perhaps he never was in that happy cou/i- 
“ try-! Perhaps he never faw the Jacobin Club ! Perhaps ho 
“ knows nothing of the leading worthies ! Perhaps he knows 
** nothing of any Member of the Convention ! — No ! No !-— 
“ He is totally unacquainted with thefe innocent lambs ! — 
“ Hence his admirable fpeech ! Hence his moft excellent de- 
“ clamation again ft the horrors of war! — To gratify the 
“ learned gentleman’s ambition, and fure I am, no man pof- 
** fefles a greater portion, I with he would undertake the ar- 
** duous oftice of Ambaffador to Paris, provided he promifes 
“ not to travel out of the record — not to go beyond the inftruc- 
(t tions in his brief l ” — Mr. Burke lamented, that, whenever 
the fubjedt of France came under difeuflion, he was annoyed 
and fingled out for acrimony and invedtive. He defended Go- 
vernment from principle, not intereft. Strange as it might ap- 
pear to fume gentlemen with whom he formerly acted, he af- 
firmed, in the face of the Houfe and his country, “ I retain, 
and ever will, my independence : 1 have made no provifion 
“ for myfelf or family : we are not in the poffeftion of any 
** office ; neither cajoled by the revcrfion of place, nor by the 
“ promife of penfion ; and yet, becaufe I have warmly ex- 
€t preffed my abhorrence of the French dodtrines, I am pur- 
“ fued and reviled with all the force of rancour ajid hoftility.'* 
But fometimes the beft effedfs have arifen from the word 
caufes ; the evil defigns and calumnies now manifefted by a 
certain defeription of men afliime too bold features to be mif- 
taken, or palled over in filent contempt. There are alTailants 
of eminence with whom it is no difgrace to grapple. When- 
ever invited to the combat, he would coiled! all his fortitude, 
and obey the fummons. His hardihood might, perhaps, be 
eclipfed in the contlidt ; but he would convince the world that 
he pofiefled refolution. By whom were we annoyed? By 
Trod; whoip we all knew , by SempiU, whom l have not the 
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honour of knowing ; perhaps the oppofite gentlemen are well 
acquainted with him— -by Joel — Joel (the prophet) of whom I 
have heard. Thefe are the refpe&able gentlemen — the Gods 1 
— the DU mi no rum gentium — who threaten to lay our capital 
and Conllitution in the fame ruin. 

ai 

Why have the French, who, cherilh and proteft the traitors, 
offered to aid and abet the downfal of our Government r Be- 
caufe the unfledged republicans have determined to wage war 
againft every monarchy. Having a King who commands the 
affe&iqns of his people, the criminality on our part is unpar- 
donable in their eyes. Kings are anointed with oil — the new 
Sovereignty of the People with blood ! The recent maflacres, 
at which all Europe revolted, heightened this ftriking likenefs ; 
and none but the murderers themfclves could help deploring 
the (hocking barbarities, which exceeded all ancient and mo- 
dern flagitioufnefs. Thofe who were advocates for an Ambaf- 
fador to Paris ought ferioufly to reflect in what an aukward 
predicament they placed fuch a gentleman. They appointed 
an Ambaflador to a People who had no Government, no Ad- 
miniftrators, and who had denounced the molt implacable ha- 
tred againft all Kings ! But, fay they, Ambailadors have been 
lent thither from other potentates. Be it fo. Let them re- 
ceive Ambailadors from all quarters of the globe ; from Cap- 
padocia, from Pergamus, from America, from Abyllinia. 
Let all thefe congratulate each other on their agreeable and en- 
viable refldence. But let no Ambaflador go thither from 
Great Britain. If we condefccnded to acknowledge them by 
an Ambaflador, might they not infult him by faying. Who 
fent you r The King or the People of England ? The King, 
moft certainly, anfwers the Ambaflador. The King ! Re- 
turn from whence you came : we never fent for you : we have 
pafled an irrevocable declaration againft all tyranny l And 
thus, if the motion were agreed to, we (hould joftle in the 
dark, and expofe ourfelves to the infolence of the bafeft of* 
mankind — monfters who outrage every law human and divine. 
In this degrading fltuation the Britilh Ambaflador would (ink 
into the humble character of a Popiih Ambaflador of Obe- 
dience, not permitted to exercife his fun&ion but by the cha- 
ritable fufferance of his tyrants. Mr. Fox had juftified the 
iheurfion of Dumourier into Brabant, on the principle of re* 
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tort for the invafion of the combined armies. Admirable rea- 
foning ! Thus we were not only to guarantee their new li- 
berty by an Amballador, but allow them the peaceable poflef- 
fion of the Auftrian Netherlands, and acknowledge their right 
to open the Scheldt. AH thefe acquifitions, Holland, the whole 
continent, and much more — were we to grant them, by way 
of coils and damages ? Thus the laws of nature fuperfeded 
the jaws of nations ; and Great Britain, in her turn, would be 

i 

left to the mercy of the honeft and innocent republicans of 
France ! If a treaty oppofed their ambition, they immedi- 
ately affirmed, that'it was contrary to the laws of nature; and 
reduced every moral obligation to the fame levelling principle. 
Mr. Burke made a ludicrous objection to the motion in the 
following manner: If, when the Britifh Ambaflador appears 
at the bar, his commiffion, among other things, happened to 
Hate — “ George the Third, by the grace of God!” Would 
not all the convention be immediately convulfed with laughter? 
The Preiident, Roberfpierre, an$.;. Marat, fworn enemies to 
Kings, would fcarcely be able to keep their indignation with- 
in bounds. On the one fide, Citizen Froll would inflame 
their refentment ; on the other, Citizen Paine would proceed 
to denounce us. But, fay fome of the fupporters of the mo- 
tion, what right have we to enter upon a crufade in the caufc 
of Kings ? We are fafe in this country, and our King reigns 
in the hearts of his people. The French malady complained 
of can never difturb our tranquillity — 

Et penitus toto divifos orbe Britannos. 

Our infular fituation, they affirm, is proof againft every 
innovation. They talk as if England were not in Europe.— * 
The French favages having fo horribly ftained Europe, he, 
for one, would have no obje£lion if they could prove the truth 
of their aflertion ; and perfuade us to the belief that England 
was in another quarter of the globe ! In the conference with 
•the Britilh Ambaflador, the Members of the Convention might 
alk— Are you the reprefentative of a routed fa£kion who have 
, murdered your King ? No ! Then we can have no tranfac- 
tion with you. Fill up the meafurc of our laudable principles, 
and thert we will treat with y6u. Shocking to think ! Per- 
haps even now the Barbarians are embruing their hands in the 
3 
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blood of the unhappy prifoners ! . If their fate be not yet finally 
decided, look around, and obferve their Judges — Among other 
men who reflect honour on human nature, are Citizen Froft, 
'and Citizen Paine, of the moft unblemifhed characters ! Be- 
ing a general lover of new conftitutions — being enthufiaftically 
fond of projectors — he was not furprifed, that the learned 
gentleman undertook to plead Paine’s caufe. 

[While Mr. Burke was fpeaking, a Member was named 
by the Speaker as interrupting the decorum' of debate. He 
was ordered to withdraw, and after fome converfation on en- 
forcing the order for cenfuring him in his place, on his fend- 
ing in an apology by another Member, it was agreed to pafs 
over the whole matter. J # 

Mr. BURKE refumed his fpeech. Having now decided a 
point of order in this Houfe, we return to the t ran fail ions of 
another Aflembly, not fo famous for order ! But by whom is the 
unfortunate King accufed ? By Citizen Paine on the one hand, 
and Citizen Froft on the other. Are tbefe Frenchmen ? No. 
They are not Frenchmen by birth, but Frenchmen by merit. 
Thus, France adopts Citizens from all nations, and fuch a 
group of abandoned and unprincipled Citizens as no other na- 
tion on the face of the earth will receive. Inftead jof navigat- 
ing the Scheldt, thefe wretches navigate the Styx only; and 
announce (laughter and deftru&ionto all mankind. Arc thefe 
the men to whom we purpofe to fend an Ambaifador r Are we 
to petition them for peace ? Are we to humble ourfelves be- 
fore Judge Paine ? No. Let us not appear through that de- 
grading medium, till Citizen Paine ceafes to appear before us 
as a culprit ! By fome it might perhaps be farcaftically aiked — - 
How Citizen Franklin, with whom Citizen Paine was for- 
merly intimate, came to have his a&ions honoured with an , 
Ambaifador ? And why I fuffered fuch a degradation ? The 
anfwer was obvious : Citizen Franklin had never advifed the 
extirpation of all Kings. When the independence of America 
was acknowledged, all Franklin's crimes were abfolved. Tlie 
difference between thefe two was great in another view.— 
Franklin was a native of America ; Paine was born in Eng- 
land, and lived under the prote&ion of our laws : but iriftigat- 
cd by his evil genius, he confpired againft the very country 
which gave him birth 5 by attempting to introduce the new 
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and pernicious doftrines of republicanifm. During the Ame- 
rican war, we hear of no a£ts of barbarity — no deliberate raur- 
defs— — no dethronement and decapitation of Kings. There ap- 
peared more atrocious guilt in France in one day, than in 
America and England in feven years. How can we avoid 
war, when France has denounced deftruftion againft all the 
Kings of Europe ? We are therefore forced, on principles of 
felf-defence, into la confederacy with all the Sovereigns of 
Europe. ' et I fay, we are now engaged in a&ual war !” 
The queftion confequently is — W^ill you tamely furrender 
yourfelves to Citizens Froft and Paine? Forbid it Heaven! 
Forbid it Juftice ! Forbid it humanity ! Yield to traitors to 
their King ? .To a nation of murderers ? Stain the illuftrious 
pages of our hiftory with fuch profanation and impiety ? May 
God, in his infinite mercy, add vigour td our arm to check the 
encroachments of thofe monfters of fociety ! In the plenitude 
of their fpleen and malevolence, the gentlemen on the oppofite 
fide were unmanly enough t© attack Mr. Pitt in his abfence. 
It was certainly uncandid and ungenerous to vilify and to cri- 
minate him when not prefent to defend himfelf. Were he 
now in the Houfe, he might perhaps eafily repel their (hafts of 
malignity, and make them rebound on the heads of his adver- 
faries. Thefe remarks arofe not from the fmalleft infinuation, 
that he was not very ably vindicated by Mr. Dundas and other 
friends ; but the artillery of oppofition had continued fuch an 
inceflant fire fince the opening df the feffion, as to excite not 
only his aftonifliment, but that of every lover of the King and 
conftitution. His ftrongeft obje&ion to an Ambafiador in 
Paris arole from the prefent perilous period , when not only 
.the peace of Europe was outraged, but difturbances fomented 
by French emiflaries in the very bofom of our own dominions. 
We do not wantonly plunge ourfelves in war. We are driven 
to the defperate expedient by an aggreflion of our freedom — 
We have no alternativS--- W e cannot remain filent and inac- 
tive, when the independence of Great Britain is endangered— 
Confidering thefe alarming circumftances, an enemy tofubdue 
within, and invaders to repel without, we were neVer engaged 
in a war which required moi i e vigorous exertions. Mr. Burke 
concluded with reading, from a flip of paper, a declaration, 
which he wifhed to be avowed as the grounds of the condu& 
Vol. XXXIV. T 
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of the executive power, in order that the people of England 
might know that if these mud be a war, it had arifen from the' 
proceedings of thofe among themfelves, who by their feditious 
practices had provoked it: and that a war with France was 
neceflary for the fecurity of the liberties of England, the inte- 
refts of Europe, and the happinefs of mankind. 

Mr. COURTENAY faid, that he had of late learnt, from the 
fpeech of the right honourable gentleman who fpoke lad, three 
points of material importance, which he ihould otherwise never 
have conceived : id, That we were at war with France ; adly. 
That to fend an AmbafTador to that country, would be fueing 
for peace ; and 3dly, That we ought to make war, in orders 
to exterminate the French metaphyficians. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman, however, had proceeded to a greater ex- 
tent, having damned all Frenchmen to the third and fourth ge- 
neration. [A clamour arifing^on the Miniderial fide of the 
Houfe.^ Mr. Courtenay declared, that he did not wonder at 
the clamour, becaufc it proceeded from the inarticulate Mem- 
bers, who, never affording any information to the Houfe, 
adopted this as the only method within their power of caufing 
themfelves to be heard. 

He maintained that Mr. Burke’s affertion gave the mod po- 
fitive contradiction to the King’s fpeech. It certainly infinu- 
ated, that we were not yet in an aCtual date of war ; but the 
right honourable gentleman, o’erdepping the bounds of difere- 
tion, difplayed his fuperior intelligence, by roundly and une- 
quivocally affirming that we were, Mr. Courtenay concurred 
in the wifhes of all his friends, by fincerely hoping, that Mr, 
Burke’s information, fo far as regarded the commencement of 
hodilitics, wasfomewhat fhort of the truth ; and that what the 
great orator admired in theory, would not be put in practice. 
In the violent declamation againd rcpublicanifm, which (hook 
the (enate, Mr. Burke had calumniated the French nation in 
the mod opprobrious and unmanly manner. Seizing with avi- 
dity the prominent features of certain detedable characters, he 
very judicioufly and very liberally bedowed condemnation upon 
the whole, becaufe fome individuals had committed ads of 
outrage, and deferved the mod condign punifhment. The 
right honourable gentleman put up the Members of the Na- 
tional Convention like ninepins, and bowled them down as his 
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inexhauftible fancy diredted. But the French Affembly adted. 
with more dignity than he reprefented ; and the language of 
common civility was at lead due to them. With regard to the 
impolicy of fending an AmbaiTador to Paris, he widely differed 
* from the right honourable gentleman. Had not Sweden an, 
Ambaftador there ? Had not Naples an AmbaiTador there ? — 
"Were not the Royal Family of Naples nearly related to that of 
France, whofe fate he, as well as every good man, fincerely 
deplored ? How then could our AmbaiTador be degraded ? But 
the right honourable gentleman allows himfelf to be hurried 
away by his implacable hatred to the French, whom he has in- 
genioufly defcribcd conquering every where, with the fword in 
one hand, and the Rights of Man in the other ! He commends 
ed very highly the honourable teftimony which Mr. Burke had 
given in favour of the Englilh foldiers in America, who were 
now very generoufly prefented with abfolution. This artifice 
to render himfelf popular among the military, would undoubt- 
edly be crowned with fuccefs. A recantation of pad errors 
was an a£t of magnanimity. Could he, however, forget his 
conduct during the American war ? Could he forget his prayers 
for the fuccefs of the American arms ? Could he forget his en- 
ihuliafm in favour of rcpublicanifm ? Was his memory fo frail 
and fleeting, that he could not remember how he wept over the. 
fate of the rebel Montgomery — how he exulted at the victories 
of the rebel Wafhington ? Was it fo treacherous, that he 
could not remember his complaint againfl the imprifonment in 
the Tosyer of Mr. Laurens, the Chief Magiflrate of the greateft 
Republic in the world ? But fuccefs changes the opinions of 
men. Dr. Franklin’s crimes, as we have now been told by 
Mr. Burke, were pardoned by the recognition of American, 
independence : and perhaps he, or Tome other orator, equally 
ingenious, will boldly affirm, that the murderers of Paris are 
pardoned by the recognition of the French Republic ! His 
praife of Mr. Jenkinfon, who fo clofely followed the fteps of 
his illuftrious father, Mr. Courtenay alfo highly applauded. 
It was a timely and fincere tribute; to the talents of a man who 
had never experienced Mr. Burke’s refentment ! Mri. Burke, 
upon every occafion, had reprefented the french as a nation 
of affaflins. The letter to that effedl, addrefled to the National 
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Aflembly, may be conflderedas a prelude to the Duke of Brunf- 
wick’s Manifefto. 

He confefled that he had not been in France “ in the days of 
chivalry.” He had not feen feventeen years ago ** delightful 
vifions” in that country. But he had been there a fliort time 
flnce, when he faw lights that would have ** created a foul un- 
der the .r ibs of death.” He faw fathers devoting their fons, 
wives their hulbands, mothers their children, to the fervice of 
their country. Oh ! if there were men to whom this fight 
would not be grateful, he had only to fay, thofe men were not 
obje&s of his envy. 

Indeed he felt forrowful in the extreme, when he read the 
audacious, the unprincipled, the fhocking manifeftoes of the 
Duke of Brunfwick ; but that forrow was changed to rap- 
ture when a Ihort time fubfeguent to the publication of the late 
manifefto, the Duke and his difciplined ruffians were driven 
difgracefully out of France. He rejoiced at the fublequent 
fuccefles of the French . Their glorious expedition in Brabant 
— ther liberation of Flanders. 

He had lived to fee the genius of liberty infpire the French 
with a portion of noble ardour, which the Haves of defpots 
found irreliftible. To fee the Duke of Brunfwick’s difciplin- 
ed ruffians fly before republican energy, to hear of the battle 
of Jemmappe, when the fighting machines of ariftocracy re- 
tired with difgrace, and left the field to freemen, emulous of 
true glory. Thefe are the men whom Mr. Burke has revil- 
ed ; thefe are the men againft whom, to increafe the bleflings 
of our conftitution, he urges us to wage war. Are we become 
fo fenfelefs, fo petrified, fo deadened to juftice and humanity, 
as to liften for a moment to fuch pernicious fophiftry ? The 
proclamation, which, no doubt, was very well intended, has 
been productive of two mobs only — thofe of Birmingham and 
Manchefter — who both bellowed the favourite cry of “ Church 
** and King !” Miniftry had certainly aCted in a bungling 
manner. Before this time, there ought to have been Church 
and King mobs all over the kingdom. Where are the infur- 
re&ions faid to be againft the conftitution ? When the tree of 
liberty was expe&ed, according to' the minifterial report, to be 
planted on Kennington Common, the troops were almoft; 
ftarved, waiting for the iafurre&ion. . This reminded him of 
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a (lory of Lord Craven, in the reign of Charles the Second. — 
His Lord (hip was always prefent at fires — "A houfe being burnt 
in the city, the King afked if Lord Craven .was there, “ Oh 
“ yes,” exclaimed a Courtier in reply, “ he was there wait* 
“ ing for the fire three hours before it broke out.” 

Mr.- Burke, it was a lamentable faX, was the dupe of his 
imagination. If France be only hinted at, the right honour- 
able gentleman immediately yields to his favourite paflion.— ■ 
Off he dafhes, with fotne whipping and fpurring, that he may 
travel the remainder of his journey with alacrity. Talk of a 
republican Government, then fuddenly his magic lantern ap- 
pears i and he produces Paine! Froft ! Carra! Marat! Ro- 
berfpierre, &c. dancing in a merry confufion. He fports till 
he himfelf is fickened ; and till the moft jocofe become lerious. 
Thus (faid Mr. Courtenay) have I taken the liberty of deli- 
vering my. fentiments on the prefent ftate of affairs. They ex- 
actly correfpond with thofe of’ my right honourable friend 
(Mr. Fox.) “ While I live and breathe I will maintain thefe 
“ opinions. I know the public and private virtues of my 
“ right honourable friend ; and whenever I feparate from him, 
“ I fliall confider that day the moft degraded of my life.” 

Sir JAMES MURRAY oppofed the motion. He con- 
curred with thofe who contended for the dangers attending a 
war ; it was a meafure truly alarming and dangerous, fionr 
the internal fituation of this country, and which therefore no- 
thing could juftify but the moft urgent neceflity ; but if fuch 
neccllity fhould be found really to exift, he, in oppofition to 
the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) who had, on a 
former night, fo highly coloured, or rather difcoloured, the 
little dependence to be placed on our foreign connexions, was 
moft decidedly of opinion we had every thing to hope for, 
both in aftiftance and fuccefs from thofe connexions. To 
prove this pofition he took a view of the Dutch, Pruflians, 
and Auftrians, and other powers of Europe, as they of necef- 
fity flood affeXed towards France, and contended we rauft re- 
ceive their unlimited and unabated aftiftance to the aid of any 
ftruggles we may unhappily be drawn into upon this occafion. 
He alfo defpnded the Duke of Brunfwick from^thofe imputa- 
tions of cruelty "attached to him on account of his proclamation, 
by alluring the Houfe, from his own perfonal knowledge, that 
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fto a&s of cruelty were either in the contemplation of, or ex- 
ercifed by the Auftrians, in their irruption into France, and 
that the Manifefto that had given fo much offence was merely 
intended to terrify the inhabitants into a fubmiflion, and at 
moil could only be called bullying. Indeed had he been award 
that any thing would have been faid on this fubjc£t, he would 
have put in his pocket, and read to the Houfe, General Du~ 
mourier’s manifefto, upon his irruption into the Low Coun- 
tries, and they would almoft find the precifc terms in that. 
Which had given fo much offence as coming from the Duke of 
Brunfwfick ; and yet he did not believe, nor would they, that 
there exifted any ferious intention to carry fuch threats into 
execution. 

Mr. SHERIDAN begun with obfcrving that it had not 
-been his intention to have faid a word on the prefcnt queftion, 
and indeed he bad been able to attend only a part of the debate ; 
the fubftance of the motion had been difeufled in'the debate of 
yefterday, and his right honourable friend had given notice that 
he fhould make this motion merely to record on the journals his 
proteft againft the proceedings which the Houfe was fo weakly 
runniug into, and this he (Mr. Fox) had done at a time when 
he deprecated difeuftion, becaufe as the Houfe knew he had 
not voice to defend his opinion. Gentlemen on the other fide 
however had thought proper to raife their tone upon the con- 
feftion of the inability of his right honourable friend to defend 
his arguments, and never fince he had fat in Parliament had he 
heard a queftion fo perverfely argued, or the mover of it fo 
■unjuftly treated. This compelled him to trefpafs on the indul- 
gence of the Houfe ? late as the hour was, and he muft be ex- 
cufed for paying no refpecl whatever to the obfervation of a 
right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke), that it was .im- 
proper to bring forward thefe difeuflions in the abfence of His 
Majefty’s firft Minifter ! This was a tender refpe& to the 
dignity of office in that right honourable gentleman ; but he 
muft be permitted to fay, that the reprefentation of the country 
was indeed placed in a degraded light, if it was to be main- 
tained that the great Council of the nation was not in this 
momentous crifis a competent Court to difeufs the deareft in- 
terefts of the people, unlefs the prefence of a certain Minifter 
of the Crown fan&ioned their deliberations. But on what 
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ground did they regret the abfence of the Treafury leader? — ■ 
Had there appeared any want of numbers or ability to com- • 
penfate for this lofs? What exertion that he could have fur- 
niflied had been unfupplied? Had there heen any want of 
Tpleridid and fonorous declamation to cover a meagrenefs of ar- 
gument ? Any want of virulence of invedtive to fupply the 
place of proof in accufation ? Any want of inflammatory ap- 
peals to the paflions where reafon and judgement were unfafe 
to be reforted to ? Unqueftionably in all thefe refpedts, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had not been milled ; in one ar- 
ticle indeed they might be juflified in regretting his abfence. — 
They liad been prelled to prove the fadls aflerted in the King’s 
fpeech, and in the proclamation ; notan atom of information 
could any prefent Member of the Government furnifh ; doubt- 
lefs therefore the infurrcdlion was a fecret depofited in the 
bread of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and he had taken 
in his pocket all the proofs of the plot to aflift his elc&ion at 
Cambridge. 

Mr. Sheridan then faid, that as he certainly fhould not fol- 
low the fury of the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) 
through the fury of his general invedlive, fo neither would he 
purfue him in that vein of lightnefs and pleafantry by which 
he had contrived to make the graved hour this country ever 
faw, appear to be a moment of peculiar mirth and relaxation. 
He would confine himfelf to the queftion, which he thought 
lay in a very narrow compafs. His honourable friend had re- 
commended, that before we plunged into a war, and drew 
upon the treafure anti blood of the people of Great Britain, we 
fhould try, if poflible, to fettle the matter in difputc by nego- 
tiation, and fhew to the people that we had fo tried. This his 
right honourable friend had recommended as a duty which we 
owed to our condiments, be the charadter and principles of the 
power with whom we are difputing what they may. Was it 
credible that a propofition of this nature fhould have been re- 
ceived with fuch heat ? Reafon and duty at any other time mud 
have fupported it. But the fadl was, that the moment was un- 
fortunate; the time was full of heat and irritation ; natural and 
artificial Government had thought it their intered to inflame 
this difpofition. Intelligence was expedited of a catadrophe in 
France* which all humane hearts deprecated, and would equally 
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deplore ; in this temper, therefore, the public mind was 
worked up to a blind and fur ion hodility'againd France, and 
the deareft intcrefts of our own country were to be rifqued at 
the call of a momentary enthufiafm, which, if not bottomed 
in found policy and found fenfe, was fure not to be lading. 
Could there be a dronger proof of this temper, than the man- 
ner in which an honourable and learned Member (Mr. Grant) 
had fupported his argument. The mod fuccefsful paftage in 
his able fpeech, turned upon a paflionate appeal to the pride 
and dignity of the Englifli nation. He thinks proper to af- 
fi\tne, that any thing like negociation at prefent, would be a 
petition for mercy and forbearance from the French nation : 
and then he triumphantly exclaimed, with a triumphant cry, 
acknowledging the excellence of his argument, “ Draw your 
** petition, and w here is the man, with a Britifh heart within 
** his bofom, who will fign it ! M What unfairnefs is this! 
faid Mr. Sheridan ; and how can a man of his abilities (loop to 
a trick of argument which he mull defpife. Petition ! ridicu- 
lous'! Was there no mode between nations of demanding ex- 
planation for an injury given or meditated, but by petition ? 
Did we petition the Court of Spain in the affair of Nootka 
Sound ? Did we petition France in the difpute refpe&ing this' 
very Holland in 1787 ? Or did the learned gentleman believe 
that, notwithdanding thefe inflances, there was fomething fo 
peculiarly meek, pliant, and bending in tiie character of the 
fird Minider, that it was quite impoflible for him to aiTume a 
lofty tone or a haughty air for any purpofe ? The cafe of 
Ruffia, however, Mr. Sheridan ridiculed and excepted. To 
judge by that alone, he admitted that the learned gentleman 
might be judided in apprehending that every menace of this 
Government was to end in an a£t of meannefs ; that, whenever 
he faw the Miniiler in the attitude of threatening, he might ex- 
pert to fee him in the a& of conceding \ and that, if he armed, 
it wjis in order to petition for mercy. Without this inference 
from the pad conduit of the adminidration, the general argu- 
ment was idle, and all the proud acclamations it had produced 
were wholly thrown away., 

Mr. Sheridan next adverted to the declaration of Mr. 
Windham, that as he was of opinion that moral propriety pro- 
hibited our treating^or having any intercourfe with France, be 
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had rather, if it ever took place, that it fliould be matter of 
necefiity, and not of choice. This Mr. Sheridan treated as a 
fentiment not confident with the ufual precifion of undemand- 
ing which characterized that honourable gentleman. It was 
admitted that fome time or other we muft treat with the 
French, for eternal war or the extirpation of the nation wa$ 
not yet avowed by any one. Necefiity then Was to be looked 
to, to give us a moral exeufe, and whence was that necefiity io 
arrive ? from defeat, from difeomfiture, from fliame and dif- 
grace. Happy profpeCl to look to, which would excufe us as 
it did the Duke of Saxe Tefchen in his glorious retreat from 
the contamination of treating with this nation of robbers and 
murderers, as they are filled. Happy, dignified opportunity 
to treat, when we fhould be completely at their "inercy. Un- 
queftionably we fhould then be juftified, and certainly we 
lhould be undone : but the honourable gentleman argued as if 
this cafe of necefiity, through defeat, could alone 'jufiify us in 
negociating with luch a foe, what 1 did he not perceive that 
an equal necefiity might arife from our fuccefs? We went to 
w ar for a fpecific objeCt— the Minifler avowed and explained 
that objeCt. 

Admit that we are victorious and obtain it — is not the war to 
ceafe when the objeCt of it is obtained ? And if to ceafe, how 
but by Jfome intercourfe or agreement of fome fort or other ? 
Here there would be a fituation in Which negoeiation muft 
arife, not from necefiity and defeat, but from victory and juf- 
tice, all nicety and (trained morality, and meek dignity , there- 
fore about the thing itfelf was trifling ; and as to waiting that 
time might operate, he did not conceive that if that time was 
to be fpent in war and blows, much advance would be made 
in the fpirit of conciliation. In dating the queftion this way, 
Mr. Sheridan faid, he argued on the declared grounds which 
His Majefty’s fpeech and the Minifiers gave for the war j for 
if fle were to argue on the ground oi\, which the war was 
urged with fuch impaflioned and popular eloquence by other 
gentlemen, in that cafe he mult defpair of eyer feeing 
rpturn to the earth. With them was the motive to keep ’faith 
with our allies ? Was the objeCt to preferve Holland ? Or*o 

ref$nt the iqcendiary decree of the National Convention ? 

Nothing like it through all their fpeeches 5 they fcarcely 

Vo** XXXIV. U 
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dfcignedto mention fuch little and limited purpofcs. No— 
tfteir declared obje& was to avenge all the outrages which have 
been committed in France, to reinflate, if poflible, all that 
has been overthrown, to exterminate the principles and the 
people who preach the principles which they reprobate. As 
Philip demanded the orators of Athens to be delivered up to 
him as his moil formidable enemies, thefe gentlemen mull have 
all the democratic metaphyficians of France extirpated, or 
they cannot ileep in their beds, In (hort, the whole bearing 
of the arguments and inftigations they ufed to roufe the Houfe 
to hoftility, went to advife a war which never was to ceafe, 
but in the total overthrow of the French republic, and the ex- 
termination pf all who had fiipported it. Was the Houle, 
Was the country ready to vote a war for fuch an objeft, and 
oil fuch principles? We were told that we mult not differ 
with the allied powers, with whom we were in future to co- 
operate. Were we then to make a common caufe in the prin- 
ciples, and for the purpofesfor which thefe defpots aflociatedf 
Were the free and generous people of England ready to fub- 
{&ribe to the Duke of Brunfwick’s manifeflo r That hateful 
outrage on the rights and feelings of human nature, that 
Wretched iflue of impotent pride, folly and inhumanity, that 
proclamation which had Heeled the heart and maddened the 
brain of all France, which had provoked thofe it had devoted 
t6 pra£life all the cruelties it had impotently threatened to in- 
flict, Which had fharpened the daggers of the affaffins of the 
Jtd 6f September, which had whetted the axe now fufpended 
over the unfortunate Monarch— was the nation ready to fub- 
feribe to this abfurd and deteftable rhapfody ? An honourable 
officer (Sir James Murray) had attempted to defend this per- 
formance, but how ? By denying that it intended what it pro- 
fefleff add threatened. From a Britifh officer of his chara£ler 
ana undetftanding, a different defence might be expected $ the 
honourable Baronet had given iilftantes where the conduct of 
the Phiffcaih army cont radioed the fpirit of their taanifefto -~ * 
What ihftahces, on fhe contrary fide, might bo adduced, he 
Would not then difeufs. Oiie dafe alone had been diffident to 
decide him Ms to the triie fpirit kf the league. The brutal ri- 
gour wiifi Which Lit Fiyettfe had been treaded : Whatever £Ub 
W he Was a britf e mitij kitd HeW&ta their fcdWet.-* 
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The ufe they had made of that power fnfiSciently jhcwed bow 
they would have treated others, whom they tnigllt well confi- 
der as entitled to teh-fpld enmity. The worthy Baronet, con- 
cluded. Mr. Sheridan, thinks they never meant to carry their 
proclamation into execution ; I thank God they never had the 
opportunity. He proceeded to reprobate the idea of Great 
Britain engaging in the war on the principles of the allies ; 
and yet how difficult was it to co-operate in their efforts, yet 
difconneit their motives and their ends! This was a ferious 
confideration for Parliament. The quedion was not merely 
whether we fhould go to war or not, but on what principles, 
to what end, and pledged to what confederacy we fhould go to 
war. For his part, he had declared, and, he hoped, with 
diffident franknefs and fairnefs, that, if w ar muft be, the de- 
fence of the country and its conditution would be the fingle 
confideration in his mind! And for that purpofe he would 
fupport the executive Government, in whatever hands His 
Majefty placed it. But in this declaration he referred to a war 
undertaken on the neceffity, and dire&ed to the obje&s dated 
by His Majedy and his Miniders. He did not refer to the cru- 
fade of chadifement and vengeance, which the zeal of fome 
gentlemen recommended, and the clamour of the houfe feem- 
ed fo ready to adopt. He would never confent that one Eng- 
lifh guinea fhould be fpent, or one drop of Britifh blood be 
fhed, to redore the antient defpotifm of France — that bittered 
foe that England ever knew. Sooner than fupport fuch ob- 
je&s, or fuch a proje&, he would rather violate the proud 
feelings which he (hared in common with the Houfe, and pe- 
tition for peace, with any concedion, and almod by any facri- 
fice ; but he traded no fuch dilemma impended. The real 
objeft of the war was one thing — the fiery declaration which, 
was to whet our valour was another. Mr. Sheridan now ad- 
verted to the drange fituation in which the Houfe mi ght bring 
itfelf, by indulging and encouraging this furious (pint of de- 
clamation, againft the meannefs and infamy of holding any 
fort of treaty and interedurfe with France. It was in t$e firft 
place a libel on His Majedy’s fpeech, and upon our own ad-r 
drefs. His Majedy had encouraged us to hope, that notwith- 
standing his armament, he might yet procure to uysthe bledjpg 
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^cioys intention. How was this to be achieved r Difputes 
andcatife of complaint exifting, without fome fort of commu- 
nication, it was impoflible. How was this to be carried on— 
, was there any fort of dumb crambo," by which the parties 
might come to underftand each other; and yet the form of ne- 
gotiation be dipt from, and the moral dignity of Great Britain 
be preferved r 

A right honourable gentleman, indeed, (Mr. Burke) had 
warned the Houfe to be tender of advifing His Majeftyin the 
exercife of his prerogative ; yet he himfelf had actually ufurped 
the firft prerogative of the Crown ; and in contradiction to the 
King’s exprefs declaration, declared the nation to be actually 
' at war ; but what was to be faid, if, after all this* the Mini- 
fter, when returning to his feat in the Houfe, ftiould bring us 
the happy intelligence, that, in confequence of explanation 
and treaty, the calamities of war were a&ually averted ! Mr. 
Sheridan aflerted peremptorily, that, at the very moment in 
which the Houfe was urged to a flame at the idea of our Hoop- 
ing to the contamination of treating with France, the Minifter 
was actually negociating, not only through Holland, but di- 
rectly with agents from the French executive Council. Should 
his efforts be fuceefsful, obferve how you muft treat him on his 
return : if he fhould tell you that a temperate explanation has 
taken place ; that the French had abandoned all idea of attack- 
ing our ally ; that they have refcir>ded the incendiary decrees 
and declarations which had countenanced the difaffe&ed in 
England, and that this peaceful and profperous country might 
return to that ftate of applauded neutrality which we have juft 
thanked His Majefty for adhering to, .this we muft anfwer, 
*.* Go, thou mean wretch, thou betrayer of the pride and dig- 
"nity of the Crown and of the Nation, thou contaminated 
“ man, debafed by intercourfe with the agents of robbers, ruf- 
flans#- murderers, and atheifts — we only diflcmbled when we 
applauded your neutrality, we deteft your peace, and we 
meant ta dupe our Sovereign when we called on him to pre- 
“ ferve’it.” Would the Houfe make this anfwer, ftiould 
fuch happy intelligence be brought them, and will they own 
that they played the hypocrite in their addrefs to their King ? 
Mr. Sheridan next took notice of the argument of tKe inutility 
dfany negotiation, the French having orderCd Dumourier to 
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open the Scheldt. He ftated the dates, by which it appeared 
that that order was given before our declaration, that we would 
fupport the States General, could have been known in Paris. 
Why had no reprefentation been made to France on that fub- 
? A fimilar circumftance had occurred in 1785, when die 
Emperor feized the Scheldt. The determination of the French 
to fupport the Dutch, their then ally,' was fubfequently made 
known to him ; ncgociation enfued, and he abandoned his pro- 
ject. Laftly, Mr. Sheridan dated the various . grounds on 
which he thought if war mud be the event, that preparations 
fhould be indant and vigorous. He then took riotice of the 
fncer of an honourable gentleman, when lie afked whether his 
right honourable friend (Mr. Fox) would be the Ambadadorto 
Paris r He declared, that from the commencement of the re- 
volution, lie had been of opinion, that if there had been a 
Siatefman-’.ike Adminidration, they would have confidered the 
pod of Minider at Paris as the (ituation which demanded the 
fird ami abled talents of the country. Happy, he believed, it 
w ould have been for both countries* and for human nature it- 
felf, if fuch had been the opinion of Government in this coun- 
try ; and highly as he valued his right honourable friend, un- 
paralleled as he thought his talents were, he fhould not have 
hclitated to have declared, that as Minider in Paris there was 
■fcope and intered for the greated mind that ever warmed a hu- 
man bofom. The French had been uniformly partial, and 
even prejudiced, in favour of the Englifh. What manly fenfe, 
■yvhat generous feeling, communicating with them, might have 
done, and above all, what fair truth and plain dealing might 
have effected, he believed it was not eafy to calculate ; but the 
withholding all thefe from that nation in ourhollow r neutrality, 
he was fure, was an error which would be for ever to be la- 
mented. He concluded, with a reference to Lord Sheffield's 
declaration, that he w as afhamed of the enthufiafm that he had 
once felt for Mr. Fox. This declaration he treated with the 
indignant zeal which friendfhip demanded. The according 
chorus of the noble band, who, in fpite of the efforts of cla- 
mour and power, have furrounded the ftandard of the Cham- 
pion of the Conflitution, teftif\ed how little they valued the 
defertion of this noble Lord. 
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Mr. Secretary DUN DAS replied in a fhort fpeech to Mr. 
Sheridan. In the difcuflion of the night, although it had gone 
' into great length, he had heard nothing new, and want of no-, 
velty would feldom be complained of. When the honourable 
gentleman who (poke lad rofe, he thought all the arguments 
that were ufed had been fully anfwered on the former night ; 
all the fa£ts in the proclamation, and the fpeech from the throne, 
the Houfe had, already decided on. One aflertion, that of a 
negotiation now depending, was of a nature which a Minifter 
could not fafely anfwer ; becaufe, whether he admitted or de- 
nied it, he difclofcd what might be unfit to be difcloled. All 
therefore that he could fay on the fubjett was, that the ho- 
nourable gentleman’s aflertion was not compatible with his be- 
lief. . Mr. Dundas repeated this in more guarded terms : “ that, 
“ in his opinion, he believed that it was not compatible with 
** his belief.” With regard to the Ambafladors of other 
Courts remaining at Paris after the King was dethroned, he 
knew nothing of it ; but he believed that the Dutch had ob- 
served the fame condufl that the Englifh Court did. To fum 
up the whole, he would put it on this iflue : if, under the for- 
mer government of France, while we had an Ambaflador in 
France, and France an Ambaflador here, the French Govern- 
ment had received perfons from this country, complaining of 
the conftitution, and proposing an alliance to fubvert it, and 
given a favourable anfwer to fuch perfons, what would have 
been the duty of His Majefty’s Minifters r Would it not have 
been to recal our Ambaflador, and order the French Ambafla- 
dor to quit this country ? How then could we now fend an 
Ambaflador to France, when the prefent French Government 
.had notorioufly done the very fame thing ? 

Mr. FOX, with a hoarfenefs fo fevere as made it very diffi- 
cult for him to fpcak at all, laid it was phyfically impoflible 
for him to fay much, nor did he intend it. If I. bad thought, 
continued he, the circumftances fuch as the cafe ftated by the- 
right honourable Secretary, I would not have made my motion ; 
but from His Majefty’s fpeech and the addtefs of the Houfe in 
anfwer to it I was, authorifed.tp think otherwife. Would the 
•right honourable Secretary in any cafe xecall our Ambaflador, 
and order the French Ambaflador to leave this country before 
he had a&ually determined on war? I think he would not ; 
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and that war is not yet determined on appears from this, that 
HisMajefty from the throne has allured us that nothing will be 
neglected by him that can contribute tp the important object of 
preferring the bleflings of peace, and for this affuranjce we 
have returned thanks in our addrefs. If I- fent an Ambajfla- 
dor to France, I would not inftrudt him to petition, as feme 
gentlemen are pleafed to fuppofe, but to demand fatisfa&ion, 
and if that were denied, to return* The chief point maintain* 
cd by me in making this motion, is not that the people are al- 
ways to be confulted on the expediency of going to war, but 
that on all occafions they ought to be truly informed what the 
fubjedl of the war is. If my motion is not adopted, and war 
(hould enfue, I fear there will be much doubt about what is the 
true caufe, and that fome will think we are fighting for one 
thing, and fome for another. The right honourable gentleman 
who has taken fo warm and fo able a part in this debate, aliens 
peremptorily that we are at war ; and yet he voted for the ad- 
drefs, thanking His Majefty for his endeavours to preferve the 
bleflings of peace. He diredlly contradicts both the Minillers 
and the fpeech from the Throne. They praife his eloquence 
in their fupport, but take care not to adopt his opinions. — 
Whenever you do treat, and that you muft treat fome time or 
other nobody can deny, you mull treat with the exifting pow- 
ers, and if you refufc to do that now, which you know muft 
be done at fome time or other, you give away the opportunity 
of faving Holland from a war, of preferving to her the mono- 
poly of the Scheldt without a war, and of obtaining the revo- 
cation of that refolution of the executive Council, of which I 
perhaps think as ill as you do. 

If the point in difpute be, whether we fliall negociatc by a 
Minifter, or by means of fecretaries communicating with Mi- 
nifters, I do not think that a fufficient caule of war. I have 
done my duty in fubmitting my ideas to the Hbufe, and in do- 
ing this, I could have no other motives than thofe of public 
duty. What were my motives ? It was not to court the favour 
of Ministers, or thofe by whom Minifters are fuppofedto be 
favoured ; it was not to gratify my friends, as the deba te in 
this Houfe have fhewii, ; it was not to court popu lar ity ; fear 
thfe general converfatioh both within and without thefe walla 
btt fasWH, that to gaiti popularity, | muft hayt bold the oppo- 
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fit^courle. The people may treat my houfe, as they did thar 
<rf 0 r. Prieftley — as it.ts faid, tliey have more recently done 
that of Mr. Walker. My motive only, was, that they might 
know what was the real caufe of the war into which they are 
likely to be plunged, and that they might know it was a matter 
' of mere form and ceremonial. 

Mr. DRAKE, jun. declared, that at this awful 1 - and por- 
tentous crifis of affairs, he could not give a filent vote, without 
exprefling, before God and "his country, the indignation he 
felt at the introdu&ion of a fubje£t fraught with the mod bane- 
ful confequences to the liberty, the honour, the tranquillity, 
and the independence of Britain. Gentlemen on the other fide 

* erf the Houfe, in the courfe of this difeuflion, had evinced an 
indecent exultation at the abolition of monarchy in France, 
and . the fubiequent calamities which every man Of feeling ought, 
to lament and abhor. The only benefit that could accrue to 
this country from that event, was the di Ablution of the Family 
Compa£t. But, alas ! that advantage was abforbed in the 
alarming extenfion of the territories of the French Republic, 
which, if recognized by us, would excite the refentment of 

• every power in Europe, and pave the way to render Great Bri- 
tain a province of France. Was not this the time for Englilh- 
men to join heart and hand in maintaining our independence 
and fupporting our importance in the political fcale of Europe ? 
They had likewife exulted in another event, which ought ra- 
thertobe afubje& of condolence and regret, namely, the retreat 
of the combined armies, whofe leaders were a&uated by the 
laudable motives of humanity, whofe obje£l was to ftop the ef- 
fufion of blood, and prevent thole excefles incident to a fero- 
cious people, who had thrown off all redraint of Government, 
and relinquilhed every facial and moral obligation, and revert- 
ed to a date of nature, of anarchy, and confulion ! He next 
deferibed the men who compofed the legiflative and executive 
Government of France, and reprobated the idea of fending 
a Minifter to negociatc with rebels, aflallins, and regicides, 
whofe ambition feemed dimulated by rapine, havoc, and de- 
vadation. With fuch a junto, a Member of the Britiih Houfe 
of Commons had hardihood to propofe an embafly, which* al- 
ways implied a parity of manners, and a reciprocity of intereft. 
He would alkthe right honourable gentleman, who would go 

' * 3 
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upon this diplomatic expedition ? No man that was loyal to his 
King, and faithful to his country, would, undertake an embaf- 
fy to which fo much danger and refponfibility was attached f 
f for fure he was, that a difparity of political fentiments would 
expofe any perfon of that defcription to the ferocity of a licen- 
tious mob, who might perhaps imbrue their hands in his blood 
before they permitted him to deliver his credentials to thofe im- 
maculate gentlemen who were placed at the helm of affairs in 
France. Indeed the fubjeft in difcuftion appeared to him 

“ A Monfter, of fuch frightful mien, 

“ That to be hated, needs but to be feen.” 

And in juftice to the right honourable mover, he was inclined 
to believe he was not fincere in his intentions; for the old 
adage Par pari gaudet , was not unfrequently applicable to the 
rational as well as to the brute creation. 

In addrefling himfelf to the oppofite fide of the Houle, he 
broke out in a moft fevere invective againft the gentlemen who 
had fupported the motion, and in the moft emphatic terms con- 
jured his honourable, ever honourable, and right honourable 
friends, to unite heart, head and hand in fupprefling and ex- 
tirpating the very femen of a revolution, which' was but too 
manifcft in the volcanic, fubterranean, infernal, diabolical 
eloquence of his inimical friends who — [Here a peal of laugh- 
ter.] The honourable Member infilled that he had been in- 
terrupted in one of the moft eflential privileges of a Britifh Se- 
nator, viz. the freedom of fpeech, which he hoped the Speaker 
had not to demand of His Majefty in the prefent feflion of 
Parliament : and if it had been obtained, he in common with 
other Members, had a right to avail himfelf of it. In order 
to conciliate the attention of the Houfe, he lamented that it 
was neceflary for Members to detail their political creed.— 
Whatever that of others might be, bis was, “ Loyalty to my 
* K King, fidelity to my country, and love to the conftitution.” 
The honourable Member declared, that if by theatrical gefti- 
culation he had betrayed an excefs of animation, it was but 
the ebullition of his heart, which obliged him to exclaim with 
Hamlet, that he had 

“ that within which pafleth Ihow, 

“ Thefe but the trappings — this the feat of woe.** 
Vox.. XXXIV. X 
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The fubjeft matter in debate was of vaft importance* and 
ft nick to the heart of every patriotic Englishman, whofe rea- 
-ftm was unruffled by pallion, unclouded by prejudice, and 
unwarped by party. For his parr, he was an infolated man, 
who thought the caufe of his country paramount to every other 
concern ; he therefore trufted, that gentlemen would impute 
his animation to a zeal for the good of his country, which nei- 
ther hope nor fear could influence him to fupprefs. 

The quefticn was then put and negatived. 

Notice was given that the motion of Lord Fielding, for 
the fufpenfion of the Habeas-Corpus AO., was poftponed till 
after the holidays. 

Mr. GREY gave notice, that he fhould move, in confe- 
quence of the difgraceful riots at Manchelter, to put the 
whole of His Majefty’s fubje&s equally under the fafeguard of 
the law. 

Mr. DUN AS thought the honourable gentleman might 
fave himfelf the ttouh’e ; for he underftood that perfons of 
every defeription, rc-fjdent in England, were equally under the 
p rote £t ion of the law. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


Monday, 17 tb December. 

Mr. Burke moved, '* that the Houfe do refolve itfelf into a 
“ Committee of the whole Houfe to confider of a fupply to be 
“ granted to His Majefty.” 

The Houfe refolved itfelf accordingly ; Mr. Hobart in the 
chair. 

On the motion of Mr. Rofe, the Committee refolved, 
“ that a fupply be granted to His Majefty.” The Houle or- 
dered the report to be received to-morrow. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS cbferved, that as the treaty of 
peace concluded by Lord Cornwallis with Tippoo Saib was not 
upon the table, the Houfe could not officially know any thing 
of it ; for this reafon he fhould defer the motion he had to 
make until Wcdnefday next. 

Sir JOHN JARVIS gave notice, that it was his intention 
to bring forward a motion for the relief of wounded and fuper- 
annuated feamen. Many of thefe men were in the greateft 
mifery and want ; and notwithftanding they had, generally 
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fpeaking, patted the furvey which qualifies them fora reception 
into Greenwich Hofpital, ftill the houfe not being able to re- 
ceive them, they were in a manner abandoned by their coun- 
try.. He thought that all fuch Chou Id be entitled to an out- 
penfion. Provided a Lord of the Admiralty would bring for- 
ward a motion for the relief of. thefe negle&ed fufferers, he 
would abandon his intention ; he would otherwife bring it for- 
ward on Thurfday next. 

Mr. GREY, in confluence of notice given on Saturday, 
rofe to make his promifed motion. He began by faying, that 
in a former debate Mr. Dundas had taken fire at an infinuation 
he had made, that the protection of the laws was not extended 
equally to all His Majefly’s fubjeCls. So far, however, from 
receding from that infinuation, he begged to be underltood, 
that he meant to fubftitute now aflertion for infinuation. He 
was decidedly of opinion that the protection of the laws was 
not equally extended to all perfons. In fupport of his opinion 
he adduced the riots at Birmingham, into the caufcs of which 
no inquiry had been fuffered to take place. In the prefent in- 
ftancc, if Adminiftration created an alarm, if at the fame time 
that alarm was occafioned by a general defeription held out, 
that there were perfons difafFeCted to the Conftitution ; if fuch 
a general defeription, too, were made for the exprefs purpofe 
of fubjc&ing particular perfons to the vengeance of the Peo- 
ple, he conceived that he was fully juftified in the attertion he 
had made. Several faCts had been ftated to juftify the procla- 
mation ; thefe were all denied. At Dundee the tumults were 
over ten days before the ifluing of the proclamation ; befides it 
was plain that Government did not aflcmble the militia to fup- 
prefs them, for if they had, the militia would not have been 
drawn towards London. Thofe tumults being fuppretted 
without the interference of the military, he contended that the 
Minifter had abufed the term of infurre&ion, and had been 
guilty of perverting an a£t of Parliament. If he had con- 
ceived that riots would break out, he ought to have attembled 
the Parliament, and have claimed a bill of indemnity. He had 
not purfued this mods, becaufe it was his intereft to create 
alarm and excite apprehenfion. If there really exifted difaf- 
fe&ed perfons, they fhould be pointed out and punifhed. 

Riots, he underftood, had taken place at Cambridge. Very 

X a 



i 5 6 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1792. 

fcricns tumults had occurred- at Manchefter : thefe feemed to 
proceed from a meeting held at Manchefter on the 11th in- 
fant, for t'ne purpofe of preferving conftitutional order. The 
fa;ru' evening a mob had aflembled, and had attacked the houfe 
of Mr. Walker. An honourable gentleman whom he faw in 
his place (Mr. Peele) was prefent at that meeting. In one of 
the daily papers it was ftated, that he faid, in hisaddrefs to the 
meeting, that it was time for the People to roufe from their le- 
thargy, for there were incendiaries in the country. If Mr. 
Peele really did fpeak thefe words, he called updn him as a 
rnan to fay who thofe incendiaries were. 

He had heard that an exprefs had arrived from Manchefter 
this day, which ftated, that the populace had rifen again, and 
had dellroyed the houfes of Meflrs. Cooper and Walker. At 
B: rmingham, alfo, fymptoms of riots had been evinced. 

Thefe effe&s feemed to him to have proceeded from a publi- 
cation, i lining from the Aflociation at the Crown-and- Anchor 
Tavern: it was called “A Pennyworth of Truth*.” He 

* The following is a copy of the publication to which Mr. Grey 
here alludes, and which furniflied the fubjeit of his motion : 

ONE PENNYWORTH OF TRUTH, 

FROM 

Thomas Bull to bis Brother John. 

Dear Brother, 

There has always been fuch a good underllanding between us, 
that you and I can fpeak our minds freely to one another. Our fa- 
ther, you know, always maintained the character of a blunt, honeft, 
lenfible man ; and our mother was as good a fort of woman as ever 
lived. They gave us the bed teaching they could afford, and the 
neighbours have never counted us fools : but fome people are taking 
great pains to make us fo, and rogues into the bargain. They have 
tried their Ikill upon me, and fo they will upon you ; but I write 
you this letter to give you warning, that you may look to yourfelf : 
for it feems, John, you and I are now to learn every thing from 
thofe conceited monkies the French. Nobody knows any thing 
now but they, and fome Englifhmen at*home, who hate this country 
as bad as the French do. . With talking about right and equality, 
and conftitution and organization, and fuch like, they made' my head 
turn round ; but I fee now pretty well what they mean. 

They begin with telling us, all mankind are equal : but that's a 
lye, John ; for the children are not equal to the mother, nor the 
mother to the father, unlefs where there is petticoat government ; 
and fuch families never go on well — the children are often fpoiled. 
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had fent for it to the Crown and Anchor, and was told that it 
was delivered to none but fubfcribers, but was to be had at 
'Stockdale’s — a proof that they avowed the publication. It 
contained fome moil unfounded and libellous invedtives againft 
the Dillenters, whom it charged with having been the authors 
of the American war, and of the confequent taxes. Mr. 
Paine’s Rights of Man had not produced one riot ; but this 
invcftivc againft the Dillenters feemed calculated to produce 
eflFc&s the moll alarmin'*. 

V » 

If Government did not put a fpeedy termination to thefe 
proceedings, he was convinced that that great man. Dr. Prieft- 
-iey, and every other Diifenter, would not be fafe. 


and the hufband brought to a jail. But, I fay, people are not 
equal. The clerk is not equal to the parl’on ; the footman is not 
equal to the fquire ; the thief at the bar is not equal to the judge 
upon the bench. If it were, as they fay, then, the clerk might get 
up into the pulpit ; the footman might lit at the top of the table ; 
the thief might take his place upon the bench, and try the judge ; 
and the coachman might get into the coach, and fet his matter on’ 
the box, who, not knowing how to drive, ’tis ten to one but he 
overturns him. Pretty work wc fhould have with their equality ; 
but let us have patience, and go on with them. 

You and I were taught that God governs the world, and that 
nobody has any power in it but fuch as he gives them ; there is no 
power but of God ; and our Saviour allowed it even in Pontius 
Pilate, the Roman judge. But you are to believe now, out of the 
French Bible, that all power is of the people, that is, of you and I, 
Thomas and John Bull. But if the people, in any great national 
quettiun of difficulty, which is very poffible, fhould be dividied into 
two halves, who arc the people then, John ? They that lay hold 
of the fword firft, and get to be ftrongeft, will always call themfelves 
the people, and the rett mutt go to he hanged, or lbfe their heads. 
If you and I fliould quarrel abouvHour rights, and thefe were no 
law above us, then there’s People Thomas againft People John, «h£ 
we mutt fettle it by a civil ^Par ; for when there’s no law, theie’s 
nothing left but the •/word or the halter to fettle all differences : fb 
1 mutt cut your throat, or y'ou mutt cut mine. This is what al- 
ways comes of the power of* the people, as lt is now in France, 
where all queftions have been carried by cutting off heads, and hang 
ing people upon lamp-irons; and then,” you know, they thatjan 
hanged can give no vote,- and they that arc left are all of a mind 
But, however, they are as far off from being fettled now as the; 
were four years ago ; and one of their hew Kings (Marat) faid the 
mutt have two hundred and eighty thoufand more heads off befor 
they fhould be right. 

Now for their wife notions about Government. As all power 
in the people, they fay there can be no lawful government but wh: 
the people make. When all power is taken from thole who sire no 

I 
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As to the refpe&able perfon (Dr. Prieftley) who has been 
made the obje£t of fo much popular indignation and miniflerial 
hatred, whole character does honour to human nature, and 
whofe works do not contain a fingle principle hoftile to Go- 
vernment ; this gentleman is k$pt in a continual Hate of 
alarm: his fervants, with difficulty, are prevailed upon to Hay 
with him, fearing left they Ihould fall a facrifice to popular 
outrages. He obtained a verdi & for his Ioffes and damages 
2000I. lefs than tire amount of them: he was not yet paid: 
application was made to Government to enforce it, and Go- 
vernmerit deliberated on the fubjeft. He faid, when Diflen- 
ters went in Warwickfhire to complain to a certain Magi- 
ilrate, it was his cuftom to alk them if they read feditious pub- 

entitled to it by law, and put into the hands of the mob, armed with 
pikes and daggers, that's a Conftitution, John. Then out of this 
the faid mob railes what they call organs and functions, and makes 
a government ; but they have been at it in France for four years, 
and though they have worked very hard fometimes, they have 
hardly got to the' beginning yet. And now have you not fenfe 
enough to lee what a fine contrivance this is for plundering every 
gentleman of his property, his houfe, his land, his goods, and his 
money, under a pretence that every thing belongs to the nation ? 
And it holds as well, or better, againft churches, than againft pri- 
vate houfes. They tell you farther, that no man has a right to any 
thing but what he earns himfelf : fo if you and I, John and Tho- 
mas Bull, work ever fo hard, and leave what we have to bring up 
our children in the world, they will have no right to it, becaufe 
they did not earn it themfelves. This notion cuts off all right of 
inheritance, which is the mod facred upon earth, and without which 
it would not be worth while either to work or to live ; for the Na- 
tion may meet, make a new Government, and take it all away at a 
ftroke.— — I’ll tell you a ftory : — Some while ago a highwayman met 
with his death upon the road for demanding a gentleman’s money — 
“*Tbat fellow,” faid a wag, “ was a good patriot ; who, fuppofing 
“ the gentleman might have more money in his pocket than he had 
“ earned, difcovered that it was the property of the nation : lo, 
“ making himfelf the nation, he only demanded his own property. 
“ But the gentleman, being rather too quick for him, lliot the 
“ nation through the head, and fpoiled the new principles of go- 
“ vermnent.” — This was bad luck : that man might have lived to 
have given us a continuation of Thomas Paine.— And now, John, 
I’ll tell thee plainly, this new notion of government from the mob 
is the foolilheft, as well as the mod rafcally, that ever entered into 
the world ; and the very people, that have raifed themfelves to 
power and plunder by it, will be fools enough to deny it* They 
will be telling us prefently how God has fought tor the French 
again# the PrufliaBS and Aulirians, while they don’t believe there’s 
a God in the world. 
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lications, and make them take an oath to that effedt before he 
would do his duty. He wifhed Mini fie rs would take the fame 
pains, and difplay the fame a&ivity in the punifhment of riots 
which have a&ually happened, as they have in pretended ones. 
He read feveral extracts from the paper, and concluded with 
moving in form, “ That this paper be now received and read.’* 
This was to ground a motion of addrefs to the King to give 
dire&ions to the Attorney General to profecute. 

The MASTER OF THE ROLLS objected to the reading 
of the paper, upon what appeared as yet. He wifhed particu- 


Ler us hear next what they have to fay about Kings. We are 
fhortly to have no more of them, neither helovo nor above ; Tom 
Paine having been heard to declare, that when he had made revo- 
lutions againft the Kings upon earth, he would try his hand at a 
Revolution in Heaven! You fee, John, who they are that .talk 
againft Kings ; they never fail to talk againft God Almighty ; and 
in fuch words as the Devils of Hell dare not utter ! When they 
pretend to argue with us, they tell us, all Kings are bad ; that 
God never made a King, and that all Kings are very expenfive. 
But that all Kings are bad, cannot be true, becaufe God himfelf 
is one of them : he calls himfelf King of Kings ; which not only 
fliews us he is a King, but that he has other Kings under him : 
he is never called King of Republics. The feripture calls Kings 
the Lord’s anointed ; but whoever heard of an anointed republic ? 
There are now. Brother John, many thoufands of Frenchmert, 
who have taken to themfelves that power which belonged to their 
King : Where (hall wc get oil enough to anoint them all ? And 
what would they be when we had done ? They would not be the. ' 
Lord's anointed ; they would be the mob's anointed: and there is 
little doubt but that, proud as they are at prefent, fomebody will 
anoint them well at daft. 

That God never made a King is a great lye ; when we heat 
him telling us in his own words — Tet have I Jet my King upon my 
holy hill of Sion. Did not our Saviour fay he was Ring of the Jevos ; 
and was not he crucified for faying fo ? The Jews who crucified 
him have never had a King of their own from that day to this : 
not becaufe they dillike a King, but becaufe they are not good 
enough to have one. They are the only nation upon earth that 
ever were, or ever will be in a ftate of equality : and it has been a 
great and mighty work of God to make them fo. No power can > 
make men equals, but that which makes men Kings. And what 
ihould we get by it ? We fhould be juft where the Jews are ; a 

S roverb to all nations ; a monument of the divine wrath : and a 
ilgrace to the world. • , 

Kings are very expenfive things , faid the Prefbyteriana at Bir- 
mingham, when they were going to make their French-Revolution 
dinner. 

That may be true. Brother John : but if Kings keep us from 
fuch miferies as the want of a King has produced in France, they 
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lar parts to be pointed out before he could agree to have a mo- 
tion grounded on it. 

The SPEAKER faid, the queftion now before the Houfe is. 
Whether the paper ftiould be read ? v 

Mr. PEELE faid, he found himfelf particularly called upon 
to fpeak, having been addrelfed in a particular planner. He 
conceived that a nevvfpaper paragraph was no foundation on 
which to criminate a Member of that Houfe. "With regard 
to what was attributed to him in the paper alluded to, he de- 
claimed it all, except his having faid God fave the King ; and. 


dcfeiye to be well maintained, let them be who they will. When 
there is no King, then every man docs that which ' is right in 
his own eyes ; and mind, John, not in the eyes of any bydy cl/e ; 
and you may fee in your bible, how people were given up to 
murder, and how lixty-five thoufand of them prelently fell in 
battle, becaufe there was nobody at that time let over them. Look 
about you, like a man of fen G.-, and you will loon ice that bad fub- 
je£ls coil more money than good Kings. * 44 Our national debt, 
44 for which wc are now paying fuch heavy taxes, was doubled by 

the troubles in America, all brought upon us from the beginning 
44 by the Diffenters there and here. Did not Dr. Price write for 
44 them ? And did not the Birmingham Dodfor (late one of the 
44 Kings eledt of France) encourage them, and write mob-princi- 
44 pies of Crovernment tojuftify them?** Yet thefe people, who 
brought our burdens upon us, arc they that rail moli at the expen- 
fivenefs of our Government, and ufe it as a handle for overturning 
it : juft like the Devil, who drives men intoftn, and then gets .them 
darned for it, if he can ; and then he is pleafed, becaufc he de- 
lights to be the author of mifery : that is his greatnefs : and fome 
people have no notion of any other : fo they maftacre poor Priefts ; 
rob and plunder their country and their Church ; put Kings 
and Queens in prifon ; and then ling ca Ira , for joy that Hell is 
broke Icofe ! 

1 have nothing more to fay (till my next letter) but that the Go- 
vernment which is moll wicked, be the form of it what it will, is 
generally the weakeft in itfelf, and the moft expend ve to the people : 
and lb, alter all that can be faid, honejly is the hejl policy , and the 
honejl man is the bell fubjett. Keep this in your mind, brother 
John i and farevVel ■ • From your loving brother, 

THOMAS BULL. 

P. S. Perhaps they may tell thee, John, that thou haft nothing 
to lofe, and that' any change may be to thy advantage ; but thou 
haft a body and a foul : and if thy body goes to the gallows, and thy 
foul to the Devil, won’t that be a Infs, John ? 

* This paflkge is omitted in the publication avowed by the Aflb- 

ciatiou at the Crown and Anchor. 
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for his part, he had always avoided every thing incendiary in 
any fhape or form whatsoever. The Aflociation he belonged 
to at MancheSer, alluded to in that paper, was a mod refpec- 
table meeting of men of independent principles ; every man in 
it fpoke his Sentiments, and nothing but Sentiments of loyalty 
were uttered. When he left the town all was quiet ; and he 
regretted that the people afterwards broke into diforder. The 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Grey) had infinuated, that the 
riots were occafioned by the Aflociation. He would read a 
paper to convince the Houfe (lie re he read printed refolutions 
of the Committee, declaratory ofvtheir intentions to profecute 
rioters of any denomination]] that the objects of the Aflocia- 
tion were, to protect the laws, and to difeourage any attempts 
to break in on the civil order of fociety. There were, he 
confefled, in Manchefter, fome few difaffe&ed ; but in gene- 
ral they were contented, happy, and attached to their Govern- 
ment and Ccnftitution. They were alarmed to find that there 
were enemies at home corresponding with enemies abroad to 
bring down this flourifhing country. The common people are 
better judges of things than they are fuppofed to be. French 
writings and Paine’s writings, and all the writings and doc- 
trines of Paine’s friends, have had no effe£t on them. He had 
many workmen— Paine’s book was put into their hands, and to 
his knowledge they reafoned thus upon it : — “ Equality is irn- 
“ poffible — Are we to change our condition for that of French- 
“ men? — Two {hillings a day for eight pence? — Warm 
“ clothes for broken breeches ? — and plenty of wholefome 
“ beef for frogs ? — No ; we will have no fuch fellowship 
“ with them;” — He faid he felt the mod fincere fatisfa&ion 
in having it in his power to declare, that fuch a ufeful body of 
men, from whofe labours and induftry the country received 
fuch abundant benefits, had but one fentiment, and that was 
loyalty, attachment to their lawful governors, and veneration 
for the Conftitution. • As to the Aflociation, he could only 
fay, that one gentleman owed his fafety to them, : they fur- 
rounded his perfon, and protected him : it was indecent, 
therefore, to charge to their account any of the tumults in 
Manchefter. Gentlemen endeavoured to make two diftin& 
bodies of men in the country ; but the People know that there 
is but one intereft, and that their induftry is their happinefs. 
Vol. XXXIV.. Y 
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In this they were right ; for fome of them, he was bold to fay, 
had better incomes from their induftry than many of the new- 
created Kings of France. As to party among them, there 
was once a divifion — one fide called Pittites, and the other 
Foxites ; but that had ceafed s they have all coalefced, and call 
themfelves Kingites ! ' 

Mr. ADAM rejoiced to hear, on fuch refpe£lable autho- 
rity, that the lower clafs of people had too much good fenfe to 
fufFer their attachment to the Conftitution to-be fitaken by any 
writings. It was a frelh proof that there was no tendency 
among them to infurre&ion, for the purpofe of overturning 
the Conftitution. But he could not fufFer any infinuation to 
pafs unrefuted, that the fame clafs of people in the North of 
Great Britain were not as well afFe£lcd to the Conftitution as 
thofe in the South. He knew them to be fo, and challenged 
any man to prove the contrary. He rejoiced to fee, that by 
their intercourfe with the People of England the fpirit of li- 
berty was rapidly advancing among the People of Scotland ; 
but it was the fpirit of trite liberty — the liberty of the Britifh 
Conftitution. Let it not, therefore, be faid, that any fpirit 
of licentioufnefs was- cherifhed among them ; nor let any fuch 
reafon be alledged, at any fubfequent period of the feilion, 
for refilling their application to Parliament for the reform of 
fuch abufes, and the redrefs of fuch grievances, as they meant 
to apply for, and had a right to expeCl. He enforced the ne- 
ceflity of the motion, and exprelfed his doubts about the lega- 
lity of the afFociations that were entered into for the purpofe of 
profecuting feditious writings. If the law was enforced as it 
ought to be, fuch allocutions' would be unneceffary. He was 
fore this fort of aftiftance to Government was not right, for it 
tended to eftablUh what wc blamed fo much in France — a Go- 
vernment by Clubs. 

Mr. YORK (aid a few words againft the motion. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL laid, that as he muft re- 
ceive the commands of the Houfe, or of His Majefty, he never 
gave an opinion, upon thefe fubje£ts ; all he wilhed to fay was, 
that it was hot pollible for even a profeflional man to fay whe- 
ther fuch a paper as this was or was not a libel, without read- 
ing it attentively in his elofet, and reflo61ing on the context 
•for feveral hours- He entreated the- Houle to confider two 
3 
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points. It was poflible it would turn out to be no libel, and 
it was poflible, if it was a libel, that there would be no con- 
viction. In either cafe the dignity of the Houfe would fuffer. 

Mr. JEKYLL declared himfelf in favour of the motion. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER faid, it was ftrange that gentlemen 
fhould come to the Houfe, to obtain, its function for profecut- 
ing a feditious paper, while they contended that it was illegal 
for ten or twenty individuals to aflbeiate for profecuting fedi- 
tious writings. He defended the legality of thele aflbciations, 
of one of which he was a member. 

Mr. LAMBTON faid it wasneceffary that libels, againft 
whole deferiptions of men, ihould be profecuted, as well as li- 
bels againft the Government, that evil-difpofed perfons might 
not learn to think that the reputation or the property of any 
particular fet of men might be attacked with impunity. He 
complained of calumnies of a dangerous nature, circulated 
againft himfelf and his friends in the county which he had the 
honour to reprefent. 

Mr. GREGOR conjured Mr. Grey to withdraw his mo- 
tion ; and added, that fome of the opinions lately maintained 
by Mr. Fox were highly dangerous, although perhaps Mr. Fox 
did not underftand them to be fo ; aud faid, that if called upon 
to do fo, he would point them out. 

Mr. FOX faid, it would ill become him tp interrupt a bu- 
finefs before the Houfe, by calling for a debate on his own opi- 
nions ; but if the honourable gentleman, or the Houfe, chofe 
to appoint a time for examining his opinions, he was ready t-o 
meet the difeuflion, and to thank them for it, confident that it 
would only afford him an opportunity of removing mifconcep- 
tion, or clearing himfelf from mifreprefentation. There were 
certain forms and phrafes which at prefent every gentleman 
who rofe to fpcak was required to repeat j all thefe, whether 
Church and State, or God Save the King, or any thing elfe, 
he begged to be underftood as having faid or fung. As thole 
who had read Italian operas, . might recollect to have feen pre- 
fixed an advertifement by the author, that when he introduced 
the names of the heathen gods aud goddefles, he meant nothing 
againft the holy Catholic religion; fo he muft advertife the Houfe, 
that when he made ufe of the words Liberty, Equality, Impar- 
tiality, he ufed them only in the true fenfe of the Britiih con* 

Xa 
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flitution, and not as underflood, or fuppofed to be' underflood 
in any other country whatever. This was the more neceifary, 
as the firfl thing he had to do, was to implore them to be equal 
and impartial ; for it was not for the dignity of the Govern- 
ment or the Houfe to profecute feditious publications on one 
fide, and pafs by thofe on the other. He had always advifed 
never to connect riots and infurre£lions with feditious writings, 
and to reptefs and punifh the criminal a£ts. His advice was 
not followed ; libels on one fide were conne&ed with a£ls and 
profecuted ; if the fame courfe was not purfued with refpe£t 
to libels on the other, there was neither impartiality nor equa- 
lity. For how flood the fa£s ; libels againft the conftitution 
had been publifhed, but no riot had followed thefe libels, no 
mob had taken the Rights of Man for their watch- word ; yet 
thefe libels had been profecuted. Libels againft the Dilfenters 
had been publifhed, riots had enfued, diredled folely againft 
the Diflcnters, of which Church and King was the lignal, and 
none of thefe libels were profecuted. Were the Dilfenters in 
this refpc£t equally protected ? Had they not a right to fay, 
“ You give every thing to the imaginary fears of others, and 
“ nothing to our real fufferings.” He paid a handfome com- 
pliment to the worth and character of Mr. Walker, who, he 
faid, entertained opinions about the conftitution, of which he 
did not approve ; but that was no reafon for withdrawing his 
good opinion, while his life and condu£l were irreproachable. 
It was their duty to take into their mirjds, not toleration, but 
that on which toleration was founded, fympathy for human 
infirmity and human error, and to recolle£l that thofe who dif- 
fered from us might be right, although we could not fee it. — 
He cxprefTed his doubts of the legality of the alfociations and 
fubferiptions for criminal profecutions— not of thofe for aiding 
the civil Magiftrate in fupprefling riot or infurre&Lon. Of 
one of this fort he fhould be ready to become a Member, and 
to affifl the Magiftrate in perfon if neceifary, for it was the 
duty of every man to do fo. Such alfociations might do good 
if there was danger, and could only excite a little unneceffary 
alarm if there was none. But thefe alfociations were at prefent 
made an inflrument of tyranny over men’s minds, almoll as 
bad as the clubs hi France, that went about, as often as they 
thought fit, requiring men to renew their civic oath on pain of 
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profcription for incivifm. Papers were handed about for fig- 
natures, and the names of thofe who figned, and of thofe who 
did not, were taken (Town with the mark of , incivifm fixed on 
the latter. To fuch perfons in the lower ranks of life as "had 
confulted him, hehadfaid, ** I fh all fign none of thefe papers, 
“ thofe who offer them will probably do me no harm ; but you 
“ they will deprive of your cuftomers or your employers, and 
** therefore whether you think them ufeful afiociations, or 
“ idle, I advife you to fign them.” He remarked on various 
inflammatory hand-bills, circulated under pretext of calling 
meetings, and mentioned one for a meeting at Staines, con- 
cluding with — “ Destruction to Fox and all his Jacobin crew.’*' 
Now it fo happened, that his houfe was within three or four 
miles of Staines, and perhaps it might have been the purpofc 
of the author of the bill to ferve his houfe as it been attempted 
to ferve Mr. Walker’s. Of this however he was not much 
afraid 4 for although mifreprefentation had often made him un- 
popular, where he was not known, he had tha good fortune 
never to have been unpopular in his own neighbourhood. He » 
exhorted the Houfe by adopting the motion, or by fome refo- 
lution, declaring their equal difapprobation of riots on all pre- 
texts, to fave the country from the poflible difgrace of driving 
a body poflelling fuch talents, fuch induftry, fuch arts, fuch 
invariable loyalty to the Houfe of Brunfwick, as the Difjenters, 
to emigration. 

Mr. WINDHAM replied to Mr. Fox. The Houfe had 
directed no profecutions on either fide, and therefore could not 
be charged with partiality. The law was equally open in all 
cafes. The indignation excited againft Mr. Walker, was 
much more fairly imputable to his political opinions, than to 
his being a Diflenter. It was natural and even juftifiable for 
men, to feel indignation againft thofe who promulgated doc- 
trines, threatening all that was valuable and dear in fociety ; 
and If there were not means of redrefs by law, .even violence 
would be juftifiable. But we had laws, therefore violence 
ought to be punifhed 4 and on this ground he» defended the af- 
fociations, as tending to prevent violence by giving vigour to 
the law. 

Mr. Sejjeant WATSON began with praifing the Diflen- 
ters, whom he defetibed as men poffeffing the moft zealous at- 
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tachment to the laws and conftitution of this country ; he 
.therefore thought them entitled to every indulgence and pro- 
tection compatible with the laws of good Government. How- 
ever the mode and form of their Government might differ from 
thofe of the eftablifhed Church, none of His Majefly's fub- 
je'&s could poflibly be more refpcClablc, or more loyal, as 
they had taken frequeht occafions to evince. With refpeCt to 
•the various aflociations which had been lately formed, for the 
prefervation of peace and good order, he confulered them not 
only as juftifiable, but commendable in the highell degree. 
Cnee their purpofe was to affill the civil Magiflrates in the ex- 
ecution of the laws, a- purpofe very different from that which 
had been alledged by certain honourable gentlemen on the other 
fide the Houfe. 


Mr. HAWKINS BROWNE was decidedly of opinion, 
that the paper in queftion ought not to be profecuted by that 


Houfe. He thought the affbc 
prefent moment, and that ver 


ations highly necelfary at the 

r beneficial elreCts had already 


been found to rcfult from them $ they had even gone fo far as to 
influence favourably the public funds. 

Mr. MONTAGUE was furprized that the honourable 
Member who brought forward the prefent motr-it, ft.oihd 
place fo- ready ..m i explicit a confidence L\ the authority of 
sewfpapcrs, and what was flated from them, whiiit at the 
fame time ‘he paid fo little attention to the fuperior and very 
fubilantial evidence which had been adduced by gentlemen on 
the other fide the Houfe. 


Mr. MITFORD declared himftlf as friendly as any man 
could be to univerfal toleration ; but in his opinion it would 
be impoflible to make a propolition more inimical to the peace 
and good Government of this country, than the prefent one, 
fince it was impoffible at this time to feparate religious from 
political opinions. He therefore thought, that until thefe re- 
ligious and political opinions ihall ceafc to be united, it be- 
came him pertinacioufly to refill this motion, which cad a 
marked reflexion on thofe who were charged with the execu- 
tive adminifl ration of the Government, by attributing to them 
a partiality for certain delcriptions of pepple, limply on account 
of their religious perfuafion. The Church of England was, 
and he trailed would long continue, a great majority, wheat 
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compared with the various perfuafions of Diflenters; and the 
provocations given by the latter to the Members of the cftab- 
lifhed Ghureh, by a variety of publications calculated to make 
much ill blood and animofuy, obliged the Churchmen, how* 
ever unwillingly, to Ihew that they were the majority. With 
refpe£t to the parochial as well as other aflociations, at the pre- 
sent critical juncture, when a confiderable alarm had gone 
abroad, he confidered them aspromifing to be attended by nu- 
merous advantages, and was aflonifhed that on any ground an 
objection could be dated to them. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS fa id, all that had been repeated 
about the riots at Birmingham, had been fully anfwered in the 
debates of laft feflion. Of the riot at Manchefter, he had re- 
ceived information by a letter, which he read, delivered to him 
at twelve o’clock on Friday night ; and although the writer 
was unknown to him, he immediately inclofed it in a letter to 
the Magiftrates, directing them to exert every means in their 
power to fupprefs any riot, and to fend to him fuch informa- 
tions rcfpe&ing it as they had been able to take. No negle& 
was imputable to him ; he had always declared, andlhewn by 
his conduct, that he thought a riot totally unjuftifiable on any 
pretext. He defended the affociations for profecuting {edi- 
tions writings as legal, and inftanced the fociefies for profe- 
enting fvvindlers and houfe-breakers. He recommmended it 
to Mr. Fox to confider the advice he had given about (igning 
papers, for according to that do£lrine, a Magiftrate might 
think liimfelf fure of the fupport of a great number of perfons, 
who when occafion called would refufe to aid him, and much, 
mifehief might enfue. Men who figned papers, of which 
they difapproved, might foon learn to fwear what they did not 
believe ; and the fignatures of traitors might appear among 
thole of good citizens. No fufficient ground had been laid for 
receiving and reading the paper, and therefore he fhould oppofe 
jthe motion. 

Mr. FOX faid, he kept no fuch company as the right ho- 
nourable Secretary talked of. He converfed with no men who 
would refufe to aid the civil Magillrate ; and he had no advice 
to give to traitors, except to become good fubje&s. All that 
he had faid was, that when papers and declarations were offer- 
ed to men in the way of tqft, containing nothing of which 
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they pofitively difapproved but only what they thought unne- 
cefiary or ufelefs: and when their refufing'to lign fuch papers 
would bring upon them a fort of profcription to the great in- 
jury of their property, if not danger to their perfons, his ad- 
vice was to fign them ; and a ftronger neceffity would even 
jufti.fy them in figning that of which they did difapprove. 

Mr. D. SCOTT, after a model! apology, exprefled his 
conviction, that it was the duty of every Member of Parlia- 
ment, in the prefent crifis, to bring forward whatever infor- 
mation might tend to illuftrate the important fubjeCt before 
them. He was of opinion, that it would be molt prudent to 
treat the paper under difcuflion with the moll perfeCt indiffe- 
rence and negleCt. He had feen hundreds of fuch papers, ad- 
dreflld to the lower orders of the people, containing the molt 
Seditious advice ; they died away without notice or noife, 
through their own infignificancy. If noticed, or punilhed, 
they might have derived an intereft and importance that did not 
naturally belong to them. Mr. Scott fuppofed, that all fuch 
papers flowed from the foi -dijnnt friends of the people. Thole 
’ multitudes of papers incited all orders of people, the loweft 
mechanics and day-labourers not excepted, to unite their ex- 
ertions for the purpofe of reforming the Parliament, of the 
corruption of which, it was fuppofed, there could be little 
doubt, as it was declared by its own Members both in and out 
of the Houfe of Commons. Never imagining that fo novel 
and extraordinary a queftion as the prefent could be brought 
into difcuflion, he had not brought feveral papers to the Houfe, 
(which, had he had any idea of fuch a queftion, he would have 
dene) fraught with the molt feditious matter, and evidently in- 
tended to fubvert our excellent conftitution, and bring us into 
a ftate of anarchy, confufton, and horror, ftmilar to thofe that 
now agitated and diftra&ed a neighbouring empire. How- 
ever, as one of thefe papers happened to be in his pocket, he 
would, with the indulgence of the Houfe, read a part of it.-— 
[Here Mr. Scott read a part of that paper, which appeared to 
have been circulated in Scotland in November Iaft, and was 
figned by William Chriftie, John Smart, and others. J Thofe 
perfons, he laid, made no fcruple to avow their having figned 
It, and that they correlponded with fifnilar clubs, and can- 
valfed induftrioufiy for additional members. This paper, Mr* 
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Scott faid, was by no means fo violent as many others : it only 
invited all houfeholders and heads of families redding in the 
country, without exception, including farmers, merchants, 
tradefmen, and day-labourers, to new-model the conftitution, 
by infilling on annual Parliaments, inftead of feptennial, and 
a few other fuch trifling amendments. 

The paper farther acquainted thofe to whom it was addrefled, 
that the only rcafon which could be given againft this meafure 
was, that Parliament was thus conftituted at the Revolution ; 
but this, fay the Society, can be no good reafon to men of 
fenfe, becaufe the country has altered fince then in many points, 
and fo fliould the conflitution. 

Mr. Scott added, that though the authors of this paper could 
have been immediately produced, he had never thought of 
bringing them under the notice of Parliament, becaufe they 
were not of fufficient confequence to be noticed, either 
in character or fituation in life. Whatever might come' 
from fuch obfeure and wrong-headed, abfurd men, mud, 
among a people generally induftrious, profperous, contented, 
and of found common fenfe, on the whole, be very harmlcfs. 
Had any feditious papers, drawn up with that impofing air 
which ability and eloquence can infpire, or high charadter and 
confequence come to his knowledge, he (hould have thought it 
his duty to bring them under the cognizance of a Court of 
Law. 

The paper from Thomas Bull to John Bull, he had read, 
but could not difeover any thing of a feditious stature : on the 
contrary, he thought it contained much wholefome advice, 
conveyed in language the moft adapted to the capacities and 
modes of thinking of thofe to whom it was addrefled. Of thofe 
papers that were in queftion, he obferved two that were nearly 
fimilar ; but neither of them, for feditious defign, was to be 
compared with that from Scotland, a part of which he had juft 
read. - . 

* 

Mr. Scott now entered on another topic ; but which was, at 
. the fame time, ftridkly connected with the main fubjedl of con* 
verfation and debate. It had been aflerted, that the ..late riots 
had never had any other exiftence than in the minds of Mini* 
fters, who had fpread an alarm of infurre&tons without reafon, 
and for private ends } and, as an inftance of falfe alarm, 49 
Vol. XXXIV. Z 
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honourable gentleman had mentioned the cafe of the riots at 
Dundee ; and alfo of the caufes that were given by the authors 
and abettors of thofe diforders . 

The mob at Dundee, it had been afterted by an honourable 
gentleman, was compofed of only “ a few fchoolboys, not 
“ one of whom exceeded fix teen years of age, who amufed 
“ themfelves fora few hours with the tree of liberty.” This 
account, no doubt, proceeded from wrong information ; for 
Mr. Scott was clearly of opinion, that the honourable gentle- 
man was incapable of mi Hating fu£ts, unlefs mi Hated to 
him. 

f 

When Mr. Scott was lately in the North, on feeing a num- 
ber of fed it ious pamphlets and papers in circulation, and the 
great induftry ufed to corrupt the minds of the people, he had 
ufed every exertion in his power to trace the caufes of the 
people’s difeontent, that a road might be opened towards a 
remedy. He found, that there were feveral focieties of fuch 
inconfiderable people as appeared in the paper in his hand, who 
had been milled, as they acquainted him, by others, ftyling 
themfelves Friends of the People. They faid, that there were 
feveral Members of the Houfe of Commons, who, they un- 
derftood, had declared the Parliament corrupt, and had invited 
all people to unite in reforming it. 

There were, however, no riots, until he left Scotland ; and 
the firft of any confequence appeared at Dundee. Dundee was 
a manufacturing town in the county which he had the honour 
to reprefent, aad contained above twenty thoufand inhabitants : 
a manufacturing and commercial people, flourilhing in a well- 
regulated, ingenious, and profperous induftry, as the towns 
and villages in Angus generally did. It became his duty to be 
particularly attentive to what paired in that county ; he had 
accordingly correfponded regularly with the magiftrates of all 
the boroughs, and the beft-informed gentlemen in that country. 
i He had received, during the agitation of the riots, daily reports, 
which he had kept. If he fhould be wrong in any point of his 
' information, the right honourable Secretary of State, who was 
then in Scotland, and who had alfo taken care to have daily 
- reports, and theie now in the Secretary of State’s office, would 
be able to let him right. The riot at Dundee began on a Fri- 
day, and ended on the Tuefday following. At the height, it 
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confifted of about fix hundred rioters, not toys, but from fix- 
teen years of age to fixty. The Magiflrates behaved with pro- 
per firmnefs and vigour : this, with the timely aid of the coun- 
try gentlemen, after a few days, reflored peace and good or- 
der. However, foon after, frefh fymptoms of riot made it 
neceflary to call in a military force, and all had fince been 
quiet. In the county of Angus, a very great majority of even 
the lower orders of the people were induflrious, orderly, and 
happy, particularly in the town of Montrofe, which, from the 
refllefs efforts of infignificant individuals, boafling, like the 
fly on the wheel, of the dull they kick up, had often been re- 
prefented in the public papers as in a ftate little fhort of infur- 
redtion. The few malcontents at Montrofe, Mr. Scott af- 
fured the Houfe, were of the lowed clafs ; nor had any man 
of reputation and influence appeared to head them, but dregs 
of the people, without a lingle man of character to counte-^ 
nance them. But when Mr. Scott pafled through Glafgow, 
he was exceedingly forry to learn, that men of a higher order 
had volunteered in thefe unconflitutional focieties ; men from 
whofe fituations in life, and abilities, he ihould have hoped 
for every exertion in favour of peace, tranquillity, and order, 
he was grieved to find, had encouraged thefe innovations, fo 
deflructive of all order. That there might be room for reform 
in ours, as in the bell actual confutations, no man could 
doubt ; but that the Britifh conflitution, of King, Lords, and 
Commons, as it now (lands, united more benefits and bleflings 
to all thofe who had the good fortune to live under its benign 
influence, than any other conflitution that had ever appeared 
in hillory, he conceived no man would deny. 

If the “ Friends of the People,” or rather enemies of the 
People, would maturely confider thefe bleflings, and at the 
fame time hold in view the unhappy diflra&ions in France, 
where daily inflances of the mofl atrocious crimes occur, finely 
they would fee, that this particular period, of all others, was 
the mofl unfit for innovation. • If, however, they fbould ob- 
flinately continue to fpread their pernicious doctrines, what 
punilhment might they not fooner or later expe£t,' perhaps the 
greatefl of all curfes on earth — Banifhment to France ? He 
did not fay he wifhed this, for fuch a wifh would be to wHh 
them mifery in' extreme. 

Z 2 
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Mr. Scott then adverted to the attack made upon the 
constitutional focieties, which had been fo much reprobated on 
the other fide of the Houfe. 

He belonged himfelf to fcveral of them : he had encouraged 
them here, and recommended them in all parts of the country 
where he correfponded. as being, in his opinion, the moll 
constitutional and effedlual means of effacing the impreffions 
made by the feditious papers which had been circulated, and 
the do&rines that had been propagated. 

The effects of thofe focieties had been rapid and wonderful, 
all His Majcfty’s fubjefts mufl have felt this, and none more 
fo than thofe in this city — The flocks, which might be confi- 
dered as the criterion of publicopinion, had fallen precipitately 
for about a week ; but no fooner did thofe conditutional foci- 
eties fliew themfelves, than the flocks rofe in a gradual progref- 
fion, and now feem in a fair train to rife to the level of our 
great national profperity. 

' Colonel MACLEOD faid, that he felt himfelf particularly 
called upon to trouble the Houfe for a few minutes, as an ho- 
nourable gentleman on the other fide, with whom he had long 
lived in habits of intimate friendfhip, but whofe friendfhip 
feemed now to be in the wane, had endeavoured to do away a 
datement of a iadt which he had made two nights before, and 
which fact had been often quoted in the fubfequent debates. — 
He was in the recollection of the Iioufe, that the right honour- 
able Secretary, in detailing what he cailed the infuirediions in 
Scotland, had laid particular flrefs on a eircumflance faid to 
have happened at Dundee ; namely, that the mob, befides 
other outrages, had proceeded to the horrible and alarming 
length of imitating the bloody republicans of. France, by plant- 
ing the tree of liberty. He then had flatly contradidled the 
right honourable gentleman, by dating the matter in its true 
light ; that the perfons who had planted the tree of liberty were 
boys, the elded not above fixteen. He faid, the fchoolmaders 
with their rods were fufficient to quell this formidable infur- 
redtion ; and indeed they were the only proper troops to be 
employed on that duty. The 'honourable gentleman this 
night had not contradidled this account, becaufe he could not, 
confident with that truth and honour which certainly redded 
ill his bread. But the honourable gentleman had this night 



A. 1792. DEBATES. 173 

travelled from Dundee to Glafgow, and there he* had found 
that Members of Parliament had joined popular and dangerous 
affociations. The Colonel knew he alluded to him, and he 
was happy in this opportunity of explaining his conduit and 
principlesrelative to thefe meetings to the Houfe. He avowed 
that he had attended thefe meetings, and would do fo again ; 
in them, though he had riot found much wealth, he had found 
much virtue. He detefted that ariftocratic pride which hin- 
dered men of rank and fortune from aflbeiating with the mid- 
dling and lower orders of the people ; when difeontents pre- 
vailed among them, he thought it prudent, nay, it was the duty 
of rich men, who had the advantage of higher education, and 
particularly Members of Parliament, to mingle with the people, 
to hear their complaints, to foothe and conciliate their minds, 
to inftruct them in the conftitutional methods of obtaining re- 
drefs, and to inculcate the neceflity of peace and good order. 
This had been his condu&, and that of other refpedlable men, 
though not in Parliament ; and what were the confequences ? 
The focieties made refolutions to expel any perfon among them 
who fhould either riot, or excite riut ; and they had fent a de- 
putation to the Lord Provort, offering their fervices to quell 
diflurbanccs, and to preferve the peace. Had the right ho- 
nourable Secretary, and men of fortune attached to him, em- 
ployed themfelves in this way, they would have been more ufe- 
ful to their country than they had been. Another honourable 
and learned gentleman had faid, that infurre&ions of boys 
might be extremely dangerous ; much of the mifehiefs done by 
Lord George Gordon’s mobs were done by boys, who were 
afterwards executed ; and Maliinello had overcome Naples by 
boys. This idea the Colonel treated with ridicule ; if that 
was the cafe, the Houfe was not fafe fitting fo near Weftmin- 
fter fchool. Another honourable gentleman (Mr. Efte) had 
been pleafed to fay, that the gentlemen on the fide of the Houfe 
from which he fpoke, had held out a bait to the Diffenters ; by 
a parity of reafoning, it was equally /air for him to fay, that 
the minifterial men had held out a bait to the High Church- 
men and Tories. But it was not true that they had offered a 
bait to the Diffenters ; they had indeed offered mod tempting 
baits to all the inhabitants of thefe kingdoms ; namely, the re- 
novation of the conftitution, the freedom of election, fliort 
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Parliaments, and the prevention of corruption. To obtain 
thefe grand objects, he faid, he would always be ready to rifk 
his fortune and his life. 

Mr. GREY faid, that in claiming his privilege again to rife, 
he fhould promile to detain the Houfe only a very few minutes, 
and he trufted that they would hear him with more patience, 
as lie did not mean to divide the Houfe upon his motion.’ At 
the fame time, he mud declare his determination not to .com- 
ply with the applications which had been made to withdraw 
that motion. He had accufed the right honourable Secretary 
laft felTion with having neglected to punilh thofc who had been 
a&ive in pmovcmf' n'U> at Birmingham : he had this even- 
ing repeated iiic accufation. On ? bo«h occafions the anfwcr had 
been the fame. The right honourable gentleman faid, that 
upon the earliell information which had been obtained of the 
diflurbances, cart- had been taken immediately to difpatch the 
military. He did not accufe him with any delay or want of 
s^&ivity in difpatehing the military. What he had then, and 
what he now complained of, was, that an equal meafurc was 
not dealt, and that cxcclles which on one fide were fo highly 
aggravated, on the other were fuffered to pafs without notice, 
or even attempted to be vindicated. For in what light, but as 
a juftification of thofe excefles could be regarded what had been 
aflerted by the right honourable Secretary, that the popular 
indignation excited againtt the Diflentcrs was not the confe- 
rence of their religious opinions, but of their own proceed- 
ings ? What was to be inferred from this atlertion ? Were the 
Diifenters to be abandoned entirely to chance, and left un- 
protected to all the confequences of this popular indignation ? 
Were they to forfeit that privilege of fecurity which other fub- 
jeCts enjoyed from the laws, and to be held out as victims, de- 
voted to the vengeance of a mob ? But the right honourable 
Secretary had faid, that if the Magiftrates had not been pro- 
fecuted, the fault was not his ; it was the fault of Parliament. 
In reply to this he would only fay, that becaufe a profecutian 
had not been commenced by the right honourable gentleman, 
it had been rendered neceifary to apply to Parliament for that 
ptirpofe. Parliament did not think fit to enter into an inquiry 
upon the occafion. It did not become him in this indance to 
utter any reflection upon their conduCt ; it did not become him 
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him to fay, that the majority who voted againft an inquiry had 
been actuated by any undue influence, or had carried too far 
the principle of confidence in Minifters. One fa£l he fhould 
Hate, that the affidavits which had been tranfmirted to the of- 
fice of the right honourable Secretary, had been communicated 
to thofe very Magi ft rates. Some honourable Members had 
faid, that the paper which had been the fubjeCl of his motion, 
was only a libel upon the Dilienters : it was a paper which ac- 
cufed them of being the authors of the American war, and oi 
other calamities to the country, which was calculated to hold 
them out as obje&s of public odium and proferiplion. On 
this account, he complained that a profecution had not been 
entered in’o for the protection of the fubjeel. What he de- 
manded was, that no unfair diilin&ions fhould be made be- 
tween particular daffies of the community ; that equal juftice 
fhould be rendered to all, and that all fhould enjoy the benefit 
of that protection which they derived from the laws and con- 
ftituticn of the country. He fhould now beg leave to con- 
clude with fubmitiing to the equity and honour of the Houfe 
the decifion of the queftion. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS, in reply, faid, that he had not 
juAificd the riots ; he had indeed laid, what he conceived to be 
true, that the indignation which occafioned thefe riots was 
owing not fo much to tlte religious opinions of the Dilienters 
as to their political conduct. With refpeCt to the circum- 
ffan.ee of the affidavits, application had been made to his 
office for a copy of th6m, which he had refufed. 

The queftion on the motion was then put and negatived. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tuejdayy 18 th December. 

The right honourable William Pitt took the oaths and his 
feat for Cambridge Univerfity. 

Mr. HOBART brought up the report from the Committee 
of Supply. 

Lord ARDEN laid upon the table eftimates of the Navy 
for the enfuirrg year. To be taken into confideratton to* 
morrow. 

The SECRETARY AT WAR laid the Army eftimates 



176 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1792. 

on the table. To be taken into consideration on Monday 
next. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS brought in a bill to indemnify 
thufe who had advifed His Majedy to limit the exportation of 
corn, and allow importation at the low duties; which was 
read a firft time, and ordered to be read a fecond time to- 
morrow. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

JVednefday , 19 tb December. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS laid upon the table a copy of the 
Treaty of Peace entered into between the Marquis Cornwallis 
and Tippoo Saib. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS then rofe to make the motion, 
notice of which he had given fome days ago, and which he be- 
lieved would pafs unanimoufly. He entered into a (hort detail 
of the conduct of the Marquis Cornwallis, the difficulties he 
had encountered, the perfeverance he had (hewn, and his mo- 
deration and prudence, as well as gallantry and courage, du- 
ring the whole of the war. He congratulated the Houfe and 
the country on the honourable and advantageous termination 
of the war, and concluded by moving, 

“ That the thanks of this Houfe be given to the raoft noble 
“ Charles Marquis Cornwallis, Knight of the raoft noble or- 
** der of the Garter, for his able, gallant, and meritorious 
“ conduct during the late war in India, by which an honour- 
“ able and advantageous peace hath been obtained.” 

General SMITH rofe, and gave his hearty approbation of 
the motion. He reverted to his opinion of the war which lie 
had given lad feffion, and his perfect approbation of it from 
the origin to the concluflon. 

Mr. FRANCIS faid, that the part he had taken and the 
opinions he had delivered, on former occafions, concerning the 
war in India, made it neceflary for him to accompany his af- 
fent to the prefent motion with fome explanations. But, before 
he did lb, he could not help expreffing his doubts and his fur- 
prife at (ome things, which had fallen from the honourable gen- 
tleman who fpoke lad. That if his doctrine refpefting the fup- 
pofed impropriety, and the injudice to officers ferving in India, 
of canvaffing the merits of any military operations there, while 
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thofe operations were depending, were laid down as a rule, it 
would take from the Houfe all power of inquiry for the pur- 
pole of prohibition and prevention ; and, though poffibly the 
meafures irt queftion might be of the moft dangerous and mif- 
* chievous nature, no notice whatever could be taken of them 
until they were finally concluded, when it could be of little 
ufe to inquire, and when Parliament would have nothing left 
but to approve or to condemn. That, w’hen he heard the 
warm applaufe given by the fame honourable gentleman to the 
treaty of perpetual friendjhip lately concluded with Tippoo 
Sultan, he was inclined to diftruft his own apprehenfion and 
memory, and to fufpe£t that hitherto he mull have been in a 
grofs error in thinking that the honourable gentleman had re- 
peatedly declared in that Houfe that there ought to be no peace 
with fuch an enemy ; that nothing would fatisfy him but the 
capture of Seringapatam, and the extirpation of Tippoo Sul- 
tan. That hearing fo different a language now, he was bound 
to conclude, that he mult have completely miftaken the honou- 
rable gentleman’s fentiments on this fubje£t. 

With refpedl to the motion, Mr. Francis faid, that if no- 
thing were in queftion but a perfonal compliment to Lord 
Cornwallis, whofe charadler flood high with every man, he 
fhould be ready to concur in it. In the conduct of the war, 
he believed, he had great military merit, certainly in the per- 
severance and refolution, with which he had contended againft 
great difficulties, and finally got the better of them. But if^ 
by agreeing in this compliment, it were to be underftood that 
he had relinquifhed any of his former opinions refpe&ing the 
juftice and policy of the war, he muft beg leave to declare the 
contrary. On that fubjccSt he had feen no reafon to alter his 
judgement. The fuccefs proved nothing in favour of the prin- 
ciple of the war. With refpc<El to the peace, which the Houfe 
were called upon to pronounce and to decide that it was 
honourable and advantageous , he thought it would have been an 
indifpenfablc preliminary to ,fuch a vote, or at leaft a decent 
formality before judgement, that the treaty fhould have been 
read, and the articles explained ; whereas it was but that mo- 
ment laid on the table, had never been read, nor one word 
faid about the contents of it. It was impoffible, therefore, 
that the Houfe could know any thing of the matter* As to 
Vol. XXXIV. A a 
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himfelf, he knew enough of the treaty to form his opinion, 
which he Should deliver as generally and as fhortly as poftible, 
for his own j unification, and not with the fmalleft idea of in- 
fluencing the opinion of any man. He admitted that, in a 
national and military view, the peace was honourable. You 
had your enemy at your feet, and you di&atcd to him fuch 
terms as you thought fit. Undoubtedly they were fevere : but 
did they correfpond with the avowed principles and obje&s of 
the war ? On thofe principles he thought w r e were bound to 
take Seringapatam, and to extirpate the Myfore Government 
in the hands of Tippoo Sultan. With fo perfidious, fo cruel, 
and fo treacherous a tyrant, if he deferved the epithets eter- 
nally heaped upon his name, there ought to be no accommo- 
dation, there could be no friend fli ip. Lord Cornwallis had 
declared*, that “ the capture of Seringapatam would proba- 
** bly, in its confequences, furnifh an ample reward for our 
“ labours and all his military operations appeared to be 
directed to that objedt. But, if the capital of Tippoo had 
been taken, there was an end of his power, and fuch was 
the expe&ation . of the Public. After the w ounds you had 
given him, it might be dangerous to leave him in pofieflion of 
the means of future revenge. But you have made a great ac- 
quifition of territory. I deny that this of itfclf is an advan- 
tage. In the prudent management of that immenfe territory, 
which you poflefled already, you might have found refources 
infinitely more valuable and more fecure than any that can be 
derived from a farther extenfion of your dominion. How it 
Hands with the honour, the intereft, and the policy of Great 
Britain, to make war for the acquifition of territory, is a qutf- 
tion which I (hall leave to be confidered by thofe, who have 
fandlioned an oppofite principle by repeated orders, by refolu- 
tions of Parliament, and finally by an adl of the Legiflature. 
I cannot abandon my principles fo readily as they do. But, 
independent of general policy, I affirm, that, to take your 
compenfation in territory, was not the moll profitable way of 
taking it. You ought to have taken it in money, that is, in 
the form of a tribute. I underfland that the grofs annual re- 
venue of this newly-acquired territory is eflimated at forty 
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lacks of rupees. It is my opinion that, after all expences of 
defence and management, are deducted, and a reafonable al- 
lowance made for embezzlement, a fpecific tribute of even 
twenty lacks would have exceeded the nett produce of a nomi- 
nal revenue of forty lacks into the Treafury : and as to the fe- 
curity, as long as you were ftrong enough to keep the territory, 
juft fo long you might keep the tribute, and not a moment 
longer. I am even of opinion, that better fecurity might be 
had for the tribute than for the territory. For thefe, and many 
other reafons, I cannot admit that the terms of the peace have 
correfponded with the profefled principle of the war, or, in 
point of advantage , are fuch as ought to have been impofed. 
Neverthelefs, as the war has certainly been conduced with 
vigour, and ended with honour to our arms, I think the mo- 
tion ought to pafs unanimoufly. 

Mr. FOX faid, he could not pretend to fay any thing about 
the treaty, a£ he had not read it ; however, he thought it necef- 
fary to fay a few words in confequence of what had fallen from 
him laft year, when he ftated grounds lor oppofing any men- 
tion of Lord Cornwallis's conduct in their addrefs to the 
throne. He was happy now that his inclination went with his 
duty in approving of the prefent motion to applaud the conduct 
of the noble Lord, again ft whom he had never insinuated any 
thing like a reflection, although he had difapproved of the war, 
and oppofed voting thanks for fuccefs before it appeared that 
fucccfs had been obtained. He concluded that, by giving his 
hearty approbation to the conduCt of the noble Lord, he mult 
not be underftood to pledge himfelf to fupport the treaty of 
peace, bccaufe he conlidered that as a fubjeCt of future dif- 
cuflion. 

Major MAITLAND thought it neceflary to fay a few 
words to prevent mifreprefentation of his conduit when he op- 
pofed the origin of the war as unjuft and impolitic. He molt 
heartily agreed to the prefent motion, becaufe he was con- 
vinced, from perfonal and local knowledge of the noble Lord's 
condud, that it highly merited the thanks of his country ; at 
the fame time his opinion of the origin of the war was not al- 
tered, and it was the meafure, not the man, he had fpoke 
againft on former occaftons. His victory over the enemy at 
Seringapatam> he thought, was not to be compared to the no- 
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blfc Lord’s vi£lory over himfclf ; he had overcome all the am- 
bition and pride that he might have been fuppofed to feel from 
- his fucceflfes, and, with the mod laudable moderation, had 
preferred Concluding a peace to following up his fuccefles, 
which was aiding the part of a worthy citizen as well as a gal- 
lant officer. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE made a fliort fpeech, paying a tri- 
bute to the virtues and abilities of the noble Lord and the fyf- 
tem of conduct he had followed. 

Colonel MACLEOD laid Iikewifc a few words expreffiv® 
of his approbation of the conduct of Lord Cornwallis. 

The motion being put, palled ncm. con. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS, after fome preliminary obferva- 
tions, moved, 

“ That the thanks of this Houfe be given to Major-general 
** Sir William Medows, Knight of the moll honourable order 
“ of the Bath, to Major-ger.eral Abercromby, and the feveral 
€t officers of the army, both European and native, under the 
“ command of the Marquis Cornwallis, for their gallant 
** conduct and meritorious exertions during the late war in 
« India.” 

“ That this Houfe doth highly approve and acknowledge 
t( the ferviccs of the non-commillioned officers and private fol- 
“ diers, both European and native, in the army ferving under 
“ the command of the Marquis Cornwallis, during the late 
** war in India ; and that the fame be lignified to them by the 
(t commanders of the feveral corps, who arc delired to thauk 
** them for their gallant behaviour.” 

Both of tiiefe motions paffed ncm. con. 

Ordered, That Mr. Speaker do fignify the faid refolutipns 
to the moft noble Charles Marquis Cornwallis, Sir William 
Medows, and Major-general Abercromby. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Tburfday , loth December. 

Mr. BURKE called the attention of the Houfe to the bufi- 
nefs of the trial of Mr. Haflings. The character of the king- 
dom at large as the profecutors, the character of the Houfe of 
Commons as the reprefentatives of the People* the character 
of the Managers as the agents of the Commons, and the cha- 
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rafter of the Peers as the judges, were involved in this trial ; 
and hence there was a necellity that this profecution fhould go 
on gravely. Oh the part of the Managers there (hculd be an 
attendance of aftive duty and decorum. It was obfervable 
that tjiey had waited more for the Lords than the Lords waited 
for them, during the whole of this trial. He then nominated 
the old Managers, and moved “ that they be Managers to 
“ conduft the impeachment againft Warren Haftings, Efq.’* 
Ordered. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT moved the order of the day, which 
was, to take into consideration mcafures to prevent the expor- 
tation of naval (lores, £cc. 

The Houfe refolved into a Committee upon this fubjecl, 
Mr. Hobart in the chair. 

Mr. BURKE obferved, that orders had (bme time ago been 
given, as he underftood, for 3000 inftruments of murder, un- 
der the name of daggers. This order had been augmented to 
5000, to be fent to our good and humane neighbours the 
French : it was their intention to be fiipplied from this coun- 
try w ith all forts of fmall offenfive weapons. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT then moved, “ that the Chairman 
“ be direfted to move the Houfe for leave to bring in a bill to 
“ reftrain the exportation of naval (lores, and more effeclually 
** to reftrain the exportation of fait petre, arms, and ammuni- 
“ tion, when prohibited by proclamation or order of Coun- 
“ cil.” 

A (hort convcrfation took place between Mr. Pitt and Mr. 
Fox ; after which the refolution palled. 

The Chairman reported, and, on motion, leave was given 
to bring in the bill. 

Mr. HOBART brought up the report from the Committee 
of Supply, granting 25,000 feamen, including marines, for 
the fervice of the prefent year. 

Mr. SHERIDAN obferved, that there were now about to 
be voted 9000 men more than we had for the fervice of the laft 
year. He did not rife to oppofe that vote, although if it were 
only for a decent refpeft hitherto uniformly paid to the repre- 
sentatives of the People, fomething like explanation ought to 
have been given, but to exprefs hifc hearty concurrence, be- 
cause, he believed, the general afpeft of foreign affairs, and 
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the necefiity of guarding again ft foreign enemies, required the 
augmentation. He would even have voted a greater number 
of Teamen, had the Miniftcr propofed it ; bccaufe, though he 
deprecated war, yet fhould that hateful necefiity arrive, he was 
decidedly of opinion, that, being once engaged in it, and con- 
templating the objects with which our enemy would undoubt- 
edly purfue it, it became this nation at once to provide, as far 
as human prudence and effort could provide, that the war, if 
at all events we were to have a war, fhould not be a languifh- 
ing and protracted war, or ineffectual to the end for which it 
was undertaken. If fuch were to be the event, he had no 
doubt but that Government would receive the unanimous fup- 
port of the Houfe to every propofition tending to give vigour 
and effeCt to the operations of vrar ; yet he earneltly hoped 
that it was ftill a practicable meafure to preferve peace. It 
was under that impreffion the Houfe were now voting this ar- 
mament. After all he had heard in former debates, he could 
not but congratulate the Houfe and his country on the profpect 
of peace, which the prefent vote authorifed him to indulge. 
It proved, at lcaft, that thofe who had proferibed peace, who 
had peremptorily declared the country to be actually at war, 
were not very confidentially admitted into the Minifter’s fe- 
erets, any more than they appeared to have very judicioully 
confulted the true interefts bf their country. “ I repeat again,'* 
faid Mr. Sheridan, ** peace, if it be pollible, confidently with 
** the honour and fafety of the nation ; but if war, an united 
“ and jnftant exertion of the whole energies of the nation, 
“ and an unanimous fupport of the executive government, in 
“ calling forth thofe efforts for the defence of our country and 
** Conftitution.” 

[Here Mr. Burke rofe and interrupted Mr. Sheridan, con- 
ceiving he had finifhed. After explanation Mr. Burke apolo- 
gifed, and Mr. Sheridan proceeded.] 

He faid he had certainly concluded all he meant to fay di- 
re Ctly on the queftion ; but that there was another point which 
he was confident it was in order to introduce, upon which, 
feeing the Minifter, for the firft time, in his place, he had 
wifhed to repeat his opinion. He was convinced, notwith- 
ftanding the grofs and indiferiminate abufe thrown out againft 
every human creature bearing the name of Frenchman* ..that 
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there exifted in that country a fincere difpofition to liflen to 
and refpeCl the opinion of the Briti(h nation. > He alluded to 
the flotation of the King now on his trial, and of his family. 
He was confident that the French nation was ill informed of 
the temper and feelings of the free, but generous and humane, 
Prople of Great Britain, and that if they could be in any au- 
thentic manner apprifed of what he in his foul and confcience 
believed to be the genuine impreflion of the public mind or> 
this fubjeCt, namely, that there was not one man of any de- 
scription or party who did not deprecate, and who would not 
deplore, the fate of thofe perfecuted and unfortunate victims, 
fhould the apprehended cataitrophe take place, he was confi- 
dent that fuch a conviction might produce a confiderable in- 
fluence, he wiflied he could venture to fay a fuccefsful effeCt, 
on the public mind in Paris, and throughout France. Mr. 
Sheridan prefled fhortly his rcafons for thinking thus, and faid 
that among thofe whofe hearts would be moll revolted and dif- 
gufted by the unjufl and inhuman a £1 of cruelty he alluded to, 
he believed would be found all thofe who had been fore molt in 
rejoicing at the dcftruClion of the old defpotifm of France, and 
who had eagerly hoped and expected that to whatever extremes 
as to principles of government, a momentary enthufiafm might 
lead a people new to the light of liberty ; that however wild 
their theories might be, yet there would have appeared in the 
quiet, deliberate ads of their conduct thofe infeparable charac- 
ter iftics of real liberty, and of true valour, jullice, magnani- 
mity, and mercy, lie would not take upon him to give any 
opinion as to the manner in which the public fentiment of 
Eugland might be exprefled on this fubjeCl, but he was more 
and more convinced, from the latell intelligence from France, 
that the opportunity ought not to be negle&ed. 

Mr. BURKE reprobated the words juftice, npgnanimity, 
and iriercy, as applied to France. He obferved that the ho- 
nourable gentleman who fpoke laft had, in fome degree, re- 
proached the Houfe for not being in the fccret of the Cabinet. 
What he probably did know he was not bound to know, what 
was the difpofition of the French Minifters ; nor was he (Mr. 
Burke) bound to know that of the Englilh. The honourable 
gentleman had, in one part of his fpeech, recommended vigo- 
rous exertion if a war was to take place ; and again, he faiJ, 
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in another place, he was glad to find the armament was fo 
fmall, as proved there were ftill hopes of peace. Thefe two 
fentiments did not appear to him to tally very well. He then 
came to the queftion, and faid, he ihould have given his vote 
heartily for 40,000 men, if that number had been propofed ; 
but he would not fay any thing againft the Minifter, as he 
mud beft know the number that would be wanted, and there- 
fore he Ihould give his vote for what was now propofed. His 
opinion was, that thedifpofition of the French people was dan- 
gerous to Europe. He knew nothing of the gentlemen of the 
phalanx, he fhould leave them to themfelves. But as to the 
French, he muft again repeat, he could not rely, as the ho- 
nourable gentleman who fpoke laft defired, on the juftice, the 
magnanimity, or the mercy of the French, particularly when 
they charged their King as a criminal for offences for which 
that Houfe would not call the meaneft individual in the country 
to their bar to anfwer. The truth was, the King was in the 
cuftody of aflaflins, who were both his accufers and his judges, 
and his deftruftion was inevitable. He then returned to the 
queftion, and obferved, that if the number had ’been 40,000 
inftead of 25,000, he fhould have given his vote more chear- 
fully. 

Mr. SHERIDAN rofe and claimed the indulgence of the 
Houfe beyond the ufual bounds of explanation. So perverfe a 
mifreprefentation of any Member’s fpeech, accompanied by 
fuch unwarrantable infinuations, had, perhaps, never been 
heard in that Houfe. He would not attribute it to any ill pur- 
pofe, or any ill motive, for he believed the right honourable 
Member’s ill temper had fo run away with him, that he fcarcely 
knew himfelf what he meant, or what he had faid. 

Mr. Sheridan, after explaining on other points, concluded 
with exculpating himfelf particularly from one accufation of 
Mr. Burke. He denied hie having arraigned the vote of the 
majority on Thurfday, as being untrue to their truft, for he 
maintained, that he did not believe there were two Members 
in the Houfe who had voted on the grounds, or the arguments, 
upon which he (Mr. Burke) had recommended the War : or ra- 
ther on which he had declared the war was a£tually begun. — 
The Minifter and the majority had confented to a war of ne- 
ceffity and defence, the object of which was afeertained ; the 
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honourable gentleman had infilled on a volunteer crufade of 
vengeance, of which no man could fee the end. 

Mr. FOX faid, he wifhcd not to make any comment on the 
(entiments of others upon this fubje£t $ what he was moft feli- 
citous about was, the making clearly underftood his own. “ I 
“ beg leave to fay,” added he, “ that what has fallen from 
my honourable friend (Mr. Sheridan) and what he has been 
pleafed to apply the words magnanimity, juilice, and mercy 
to, had no reference whatever to the proceedings on an im- 
pending event which all of us deprecate, and which every ho- 
neft heart in Europe withes to avert ; I mean the unhappy fi- 
tuation of ths Royal family of France, on which, although 
the fubjeft is not (pecifically before us, I wifh to lay a few, 
and but a few words. I therefore beg leave to declare, that 
tiie proceedings on that awful event are fo far from being mag- 
nanimity, juilice, or mercy, that they are diredtly the reverie, 
that they are injuftice, cruelty, and pulilanimity. Thisfenti- 
ment will, I hope, before it is too late, gain ground in France, 
for I have reafon to believe, that there is in that country, a 
difpofition to attend to the opinions and lentiments of this ; and 
I rejoice to learn by every teftimony I can have, that it is the 
unanimous fenfe of this Houfe, and of this country, that the 
manner in which the unhappy Royal family in France are 
treated, is, as I have before deferibed, founded in injullice, 
cruelty, and pulillanimity ! I own this fubje£l has made a 
deep imprellion upon my mind, and it has juft occurred to me, 
(perhaps a better method may be eafily devifed), but it has oc- 
curred to me, that this Houfe (hould addrefs His Majefty for a 
gracious communication of the words, or the fubftance of His 
Majcfty’s dire&ions to Lord Gower, in confequence of which 
his Lordlhip left Paris. Then 1 Ihould propofe an addrefs of 
thanks to His Majefty, for his gracious communication ; after 
which I would add an expreftion of our abhorrence of the pro- 
ceedings againft the Royal family of France, in which, I have 
no doubt, we lhall be fupported by the whole country. 

If there can be any means fuggefted that will be better 
adapted to produce the unanimous concurrence of this Houle, 
and of all the country, with refpedl to the meafure now under 
conlideration in Paris, I Ihould be obliged to any perfon for 
his better fuggeftion upon the fubjedl. For although I by no 
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means (land up, either for the juftice, the magnanimity, or 
the mercy of thofe perfons who are conducing the trial of the 
King of France, yet I cannot help thinking that an unani- 
mous addrefs of the Houfe of Commons, and, as I have no 
reafon to doubt would be the cafe, of the Houfe of Lords, ex- 
prefling their abhorrence, and that of the country in general, 
of fuch proceedings, muft have a decifive influence with per- 
fons of all deferiptions in France. I do not profefs to be in 
their fecrets, and I trull that the means I have of knowing 
fomething of the general (late of that country, by converfa- 
tions with gentlemen recently returned from thence, will not 
be mifconflrucd into ?ny knowledge of, or participation what- 
ever in their intentions. I have faid thus much, in order to 
Contradidl one of the moll cruel mifreprefentations of what I 
have before faid in our late debates ; and that my language 
may not be interpreted from the manner in which other gen- 
tlemen may have chofen to anfwcr it. I have fpoken the ge- 
nuine fentiments of my heart, and I anxioufly wifh the Houfe 
to come to feme refolution upon the fubjcdl.” 

With refpecl to the augmentation of the navy, Mr. Fox 
fajd, the Minifler had his entire fupport. He voted with all 
his heart for the 25,000 ; he fhould have given an equal con- 
currence to the number of 40,000. He fhould not move for 
that number, becaufe His Majefly's Miniflcrs knew, or had 
good reafon to believe, that there might not be need for more 
at prefent. He thought it ncceflary to fay, that he did not 
view the progrefs of the French with indifference. At their 
progrefs he was alarmed. He voted cordially for the arma- 
ment, and would vote for a greater, if a greater was propofed. 
But the Houfe >;new, that if the prefent armament were found 
infufficient for the exigency of affairs, it was perfedlly compe- 
tent to increaP; it hereafter. Here Mr. Fox obferved, that the 
three different views of the fubjedt rendered an armament 
equally neceffary ; firft, if we go to war ; fecondly, if we do 
not go to war; and, in the third cafe, which I confefs I 
do not underhand, if the right honourable gentleman is to do 
neither the one nor the other. If we go to war, the neceflity 
of an armament is obvious. If we negociate, which I con- 
fefs I ftrongly recommend, we mull be armed, in order to en- 
force our demand of fatisfadlion, and fecure fuccefs to our ne- 
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gociations. • He had great hopes, however, that war would 
ftill be avoided, becaufe the King’s fpeech gave aflurances to 
that efie&. But if the neceffity of affairs fhould require an id- 
crcafe of the armament how voted, he begged it to be under- 
flood that His Majefty’s Minifters, as far as that went, had not 
a warmer fupporter than himfelf. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT obferved, that he fhould not trouble 
the Houfe with many fentiments this evening, but he mull 
confefs it gave him cordial fatisfa&ion to hear the opinion of 
feveral gentlemen upon the general fubjefl of debate. He had 
no means of knowing, except by the votes of the Houfe, what 
paffed on the former debates, as he was not then a Member. 
It was propofed for the Minifter to give an explanaiior of cer- 
tain circumflances ; he did not think there was any neceffity 
for an explanation. He knew His Majffty’s fpv.-h, and from 
the notoriety of the circumflances it contained, he concluded 
that it was impoflible that any thing fhould be entertained but 
an univerfal'fentiment of concurrence in that Houfe. For the 
honour of the Crown, for the honour and fafety of the coun- 
try, he hoped for a general concurrence in fupport of His Ma- 
jelty. So much he had really anticipated. If indeed there 
was to be any doubt upon the armament, the queflion, he 
thought, would be, whether the preparation was not too Httle ; 
and therefore, had he been in the Houfe, he thought he could 
have fhewn that a proportion which was moved was againft 
the dignity of the Crown, againfl the interefts of the Public, 
and, finally, unprincipled and difgraceful. Our fending an 
Ambaflador to France would have countera&ed and fclemnly 
difclaimed thofe very principles on which the wnoie of our 
dignity was fupported. To folicit any thing from France was 
to folicit the eternal difgrace of this country. He obferved, 
that it was extremely proper, as the right honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Fox) had obferved, for this country to exprefs its 
abhorrence of the horrid and mercilefs cataftrophe with which 
the King of France was threatened ; but although he fhould 
have felt that lending an Ambaflador to France wasdire&ly of 
a contrary tendency from that which thefe gentlemen fuppofed, 
ftill he was ready to allow that thofe who wifhed to fend an 
Ambaflador thought it would operate in favour of that unhappy 
Monarch. He learned with pleafure, from all quarters of the 
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Houfc, that, if poflible, we-fliould avert a war, but that, if a 
war (hall appear to be neceflary. they would all agree to carry 
it on with vigour ; for that the fupport of the Houfe (hould b® 
cordial at all events, and that he had great reafon to hope for 
the general concurrence of the country. He was glad alfo to 
find the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) declare that the 
Houfe, in voting for 25,000 men, did not preclude themfelvcs 
at any future period from going farther, if the exigency of the 
cafe (hould fo require. He begged it to be underftood that this 
was not all that he might have to require for the fervice of th« 
State, but that this was all that, in his judgement, was at pre- 
fent neceflary. 

Whether peace would be preferved or not, he would not 
venture to give his opinion. If it could be preferved confift- . 
ently with the honour of the Crown, the internal fafety of this 
country, and the general fecurity of Europe, he (hould be 
very happy ; but after the repeated injuries and infults which 
France had committed to almod all the powers of Europe, it 
could not be expe&ed that Great Britain (hould be very conci- 
liating in its manner. However nothing on the part of Go- 
vernment, confidently, as he faid before, with the dignity of 
the Crown, our internal fafety, and the general fecurity of 
Europe, (hould be omitted to avert the calamity of war. He 
adopted Mr. Fox’s idea of addreffing the Throne, and adding 
the fentiments of the Houfe, to (hew its abhorrence of the pro- 
ceedings againft the King of France; in order to juftify itfelf 
to pofterity. He feemed to exprefs fome furprife at theie 
fentiments being fo readily adopted on that fide of the Houle. 

Mr. FOX obferved, that the right honourable gentleman 
had exprefled a furprife at the readinefs with which fuch (enti- 
xnents Were adopted. Had the right honourable gentleman been 
in the Houfe from the firft day of the meeting of Parliament, 
he would have heard the fame fentiments, nearly in the fame 
words, exprefied, faid Mr. Fox, “ by all my honourable friends 
€t and myfelf.” 

Here the refolutions were all read and agreed to. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT dated fome difficulties, which he 
feared would occur in the courfe of debating this addrefs. 

Mr. SHERIDAN was rejoiced to fee Mr. Pitt fo readily 
adopt the general idea. He recommended however the otmoft 
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caution and nicety in the manner of executing it, if our ob- 
ject was only a general proteft for the fake of pollerity, as feem- 
ed to be the right honourable gentleman’s principal motive, 
perhaps' it mattered little how it was worded, but as he was ac- 
tuated by a fin cere hope that Come a final good might refult to 
the living objects of our common apprehenfion ; he conceived 
the manner of touching the fubjeft requi red the moil temperate 
and acute attention , to do any good we mud look fincerely to 
our purpofe, and fupprefs our pafiions ; every thing like me- 
nace or infult to the people, whofe minds we wilhed tQ influ- 
ence, muit be avoided ; it was a delicate fubje£t, but when 
the queftion came he would fpeak out, and without referve. 

Mr. BURKE entered again upon the affairs of France, and 
fpoke much at length of the impropriety of His Majefty conde- 
feending to fend fuch afiaffins any meffage ; it was no doubt 
what they wilhed very much, they had already humbled one 
King, and would be glad to fee the humiliation of another. 

The SPEAKER fubmitted to the Houfe, whether the right 
honourable gentleman was in order. 

The general fenfe of the Houfe fupported the chair, and 
Mr. Burke fat down. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT then moved, 44 That an humble ad- 
“ drefs be prefented to His Majefly, praying, that he will be 
“ moft gracioufly pleafed to give directions, that there be laid 
4< before this Houfe copies of His Majefty’s orders to Lord 
“ Gower on his quitting Paris, after the depofition of their 
44 Moft Chriftian Majerties.” 

This motion was adopted. The mode of our interference, 
and the queftion, whether any meflage fhall be fent to France, 
is to be debated to-morrow. 

Sir JOHN JERVIS faid, it muft be in your recollection, 
Mr. Speaker, and in the recollection of many other perfons 
in the Houfe, that when I gave notice on Monday of the mo- 
tion I fhall have the honour to fubmit to you this night, 1 de- 
clared and repeated it, that if the Admiralty had any meafure 
in immediate contemplation for the protection and prefer- 
vation of thofe valuable men who had fpent their beft days 
in the fervice of their King and country, I fhould not inter- 
fere : but their diftrefted cafe was fo urgent and prefling, that 
if I did not receive fatisfa&ion upon the fubjccSt, I fhould err- 
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as well on this account* as because this ftep appeal's to him the moft 
conformable to the principles of neutrality which he has hitherto ob- 
served. His Majelty’s plealure therefore is, that you ihould quit 
that city, and return to England, as loon as you lliall have been able 
to procure the ncccflary pairporrs for that purpofe. 

M In all the conventions that you m .y have occafion to hold 
before your departure, you will take care to exprefs yourfelf in a 
manner conformable to the fentinients herein communicated to you ; 
and you will take efpecial care not to neglect any opportunity of de- 
claring, that at the lame time His Majeftv means to obferve the 
principles of neutrality in every thing which regards the arrange- 
ment of the internal government of France, he does not conceive 
that he departs from thofe principles in mauifefling, by every pof- 
fihle means in his power, his lolicitude for the perfonal fatety of 
their Moft Chriftian Majcflies, and the Royal Family. He moft 
earneftly hopes that his tvilhes in that refpeer will not be deceived ; 
that the Royal Family will be preserved from every a<ff of vio’encc j 
the com million of which would not fail to excite fentiments of uni- 
verfal indignation throughout all Europe. 

“ I have the honour to be, &c. &c. 

“ Henry Dundas.** 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that from the paper which had 
juft been read, the Houfe would perceive what then were the 
fentiments of His Majdty, with refpefl to the tranfa&ions 
which had occurred in France, and the profpe&s which exifted 
in that country ; and thefe, he prefumed, were the fentiments 
of every Britifli heart upon the fame occafion. What now 
xnuft be thofe fentiments, when fuch rigours, fuch cruelties, 
had been exercifed, when a fpirit of the utmoft barbarity had 
been difplayed, and nothing remained to look /orward to, but 
that dreadful and final confummation, which could not fail to 
excite universal horror and indignation. The only difficulty 
that had occurred to him was, in what terms that Houfe could 
exprefs itfelf fuitable to the occafion. Confidering the una- 
nimity of fentiment which prevailed upon the fubjeif, he had 
at firft thought, that the beft mode in which the fenfe of that 
Houle could be exprefled, would be by a vote— -a vote which 
might -reach the whole of Europe, the influence of which 
fhbuld extend to France, and might perhaps there produce the 
effect which was fo much to be defired. But in turning the 
bufinefs over in his mind, a doubt had occurred to him, and 
had fince been fuggefted to him by Others, whether this would 
be the beft mode of proceeding. This doubt arofe not from 
any fufpicion of the unanimity of that Houfe in expreffing 
their indignation at a conduft which at once united the higheft 
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degree of cruelty and infanity. No! from the expreflions 
which had been uttered on every fide, he entertained no fitfpi- 
cion of that nature. But this doubt had arifen from a reflec- 
tion, that as that Houfe, in giving their vote, would feel them- 
felves bound t.i adopt terms the moll (trong and indignant, 
whether by this circumitance national pride and jealoufy might 
not be alarmed, whether thefe might not have the effect in that 
(late of fury to which the minds of the people were worked up, 
to mafk and difguife the atrocity of their conduct, and hurry 
them on to the commiflion of that very crime which it would 
be the intention of that Houfe, by giving a vote, to exert their 
influence to prevent. Influenced by this consideration, it had 
appeared to him to be a better mode (imply to allow the paper 
which had been read to remain upon the table of the Houle. — 
He (hould conclude, therefore, without any motion, except 
any thing (hould arife in the courfe of the difeuffion. This 
mode, which he had produced, would, without the ncceflity 
of any particular interference, fully imply the concurrence of 
that Houfe, in the expreflion of His Majefty’s fentiments. It 
at the fame time w ould indicate their fenfe, that to the fenti- 
ments already expreifed by His Majefly, they con fide red that 
no addition was wanting, and no confirmation was ncceflary* 

Mr. WINDHAM obferved, that nothing remained for him 
but to exprefs his entire concurrence with the right honourable 
gentleman in every fyllable he had uttered upon this fubject. 
If the fenfe of that Houfe, the organ of the public voice at 
home, was to be expreifed to a foreign power, the only organ 
this country could have for that purpofe was its Sovereign. He 
agreed alfo with the right honourable gentleman, that any 
formal communication to Paris might irritate and provoke the 
defperation of fome perfons, who might have their Sovereign 
in their power, and by fuch means we (hould contribute to 
produce what wc were all fo anxious to prevent. 

Mr. FOX wilhed in a few words to exprefs his concurrence 
with the propofaj of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. His 
opinion upon this fubje£t, he* believed, was the opinion of the 
whole Houfe and the whole country. It was better that we 
(hould proceed no further than that we (lioukl engage ourfclves 
too deeply. He had heard it faid that the proceedings againit 
the, unhappy King of France were unhecelfary. He would go 
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agreat deal farther, and fay he believed them to be highly un- 
juft, and not only repugnant to all the common feelings of 
mankind, but alfo contrary to all the fundamental principles 
of Iaw^ for he regarded it as a principle of natural juftice, an 
eilential part of all human policy never to be departed from 
under any circuip fiances or pretence whatever, in any coun- 
try, u That the Criminal law (hall be rigidly conftrued ac- 
** cording to its letter — -that fubfequent laws fhall be adapted 
“ to crimes, but that all perfons (hall be tried according to the 
“ laws in being, at the time of committing the a 61s charged 
** as criminal.” He thought now as he had on a former oc- 
cafion exprefled, that if the fentiment of that Houfe was per- 
fe611y unanimous, bnd that of the other Houfe alfo, that to 
communicate that circumflance to France would have a de- 
cided influence on perfons of all deferiptions there. He had 
afligned fome reafons for being of that opinion, but he fhould 
fay no more upon that fubje6f at prefent. If there was a point 
on which his opinion was more clear than on any other, it was 
upon the abftra£t rule of juftice with refpe£f to the trial of per- 
fons for offences againft law, and he was fure it was impoflible 
to keep up that rule without condemning, from the beginning 
to the end, the proceedings againft the unfortunate King of 
France. Thefe proceedings militated alfo againft the fenti- 
ments that had been exprefled by every individual who had 
laid any thing upon the fubjecl, and againft the feelings of all 
the country. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that this fubje6f appeared to him, 
as he had exprefled himfclf laft night, of great difficulty, im- 
portance and delicacy. After the bell attention he could give 
the fubje&, he muft confefs he knew of nothing better than 
that which was propofed by ill-* Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and therefore he concurred in it. However, he rejoiced to 
think, that our common object was obtained in a great de- 
gree. 

Mr. BURKE profefled himfelf obliged to Mr. Windham 
for the manner in which he had fpoken, and obferved, that the 
finally declarations of the two gentlemen, who fpoke laft, de« 
ferved the higheft: approbation. He highly applauded the prin- 
ciple of our'conftitution, that the King was the only organ by 
which the fentiments of this country could be conveyed to any 
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foreign power. He obferved it would have been impoflible to 
fend a meflage to Paris, that would not countered the purpofe 
of averting the cruelty Co much deprecated. There were two 
parties there, equally the enemies of the King, the irritable 
and furiousv-and the malicious and timid. If a meflage in the 
imperious ftile was to be fent, the irritable and furious would 
become defperate. If in a mild tone, the timid would take 
courage, and become more dangerous than ever they were. — 
The Houle was about to do itfelf great honour by its modera- 
tion and its dignity. 

The motion, “ That this paper do now lie opon the table 
“ to be perufcd by the Members of this Houfe,” was then put, 
and carried nemine contradicente . The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday , 24 Jth December . 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL obferved, that the cir- 
culation of aflignats, and of other French paper currency, in 
this country, might become very dangerous ; he enumerated 
many of the evils which in his opinion would be felt by the 
people of this country, if a timely check fhould not be put on 
this fort of commerce. He concluded with moving for leave to 
bring in a bill for preventing the circulation of promiflory, or 
other notes, orders, bonds, or other obligations for the pay- 
ment of certain fum or fums of money, &c. ifliied under any 
power or authority from France. 

Mr. BURKE declared himfelf a fincere friend to the prin- 
ciple of this bill. The circulation of thefe aflignats, and other 
papers for the payment of fums of money from France, in this 
country, was of a treafonable nature. There were many 
other papers, originating from the fame fource, circulating in 
thiscauntry, whic h were alfo of a treafonable nature. There 
were actions too of certain perfons in this country, who might 
be called agents of the French fa&ion, that were of a treafon- 
able nature, although perhaps none of thefe could be brought 
ftridlly within the letter of the a£l of Parliament of the 25th of 
King Edward the Third. That was a very good reafon why 
fuch a bill as that now moved for (hould pafs into a law. The 
Houle, he was fure, would, in the courfe of the prefent feflion, 
he often compelled to take many of the circumftances which 
he had hinted at. into confideration : and therefore hp fubmitted 
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to the* framed gentleman, whether it might not be proper, at 
fume future day, for the Houfc to refulve itfeif into a Com- 
mittee to take all thefe things into confideration, and to come 
to l'ome ftrong meafure to prevent the mifehief with which tliis 
country was threatened upon thefe topics; or whether there 
fhould not be a Committee of Secrecy upon the fubjed. At 
all events, it was impoffible for him to utter a fyllable againft. 
the prefent motion for leave to bring in a bill, the principle of 
which appeared to him to be fo falutary ; he, on the contrary, 
approved of the motion highly. 

The motion was then read, and leave was given to bring in 
■the bill. 

The order of the day being read for the Houfe to refolve it- 
<£.-]/’ into a Committee of Supply, 

The SECRETARY AT WAR dated the neceflity of an 
augmentation to the army of 10 men to each company of horfe 
and foot, making in all about 6,200 men. He then moved 
the following refoltrtions : 

“ That it is the opinion of this Committee that a number 
land forces, including 1620 Invalids, amounting in the 
whole to 1 7,344 men, commillioned and non-commiffioned 
Officers included, be employed for the year 1793.” 

“ That a linn not exceeding 579,1741. 18s i^d. be granted 
tv» His Ma jelly for defraying the charge of pay, cloathing, & c. 
of the fa id forces.” $ 

" 351,385k rs iod for the forces and garrifon at Gibraltar 
and a corps of foot in New South Wales.” 

** 11,5591. 17s. 1 id. for defraying the difference between 
the 6riti(li and Irifh eftabli foments of five regiments of foot 
ferving at Gibraltar and the Wed Indies for 1 793.” 

“ 8323I. 17s. iold. for the pay to one regiment of Light 
Dragoons and nine battalions of foot in Eaft-India, for 
I793-” 

** 1 17,5001. for recruitingand contingencies of HisMajefty’s 
land forces, &c." 

“ 6409I. 8s. for the pay of the General and General Staff in 
Gte^t Britain, for 1793.” 

“ 13,9401.8s. 1 id. for half and full pay to fupernumerary 
Officers for *793.” 
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** 52,964!. 6s. 7c! to the Paymafter General, Secretary at 
War, Commiffiuy General, Judge Advocate, &c.” 

“ 156,79^1. 18s. ^d, for reduced Officers of land forces and 
marines.” 

“ 202!. is. 8d. to the Officers and private gentlemen of two 
troops of Iiorfe Guards and the fuperannuated gentlemen of 
the four troops of Horfc Guards.” 

** 3000I. for Officers late in the fervice of the States General 
tor 1793.” 

“ 55,092!. 1 os. to reduced Officers of the Britifh American 
forces for 1793.” 

“ 4907 1. 1 os. to reduced Officers of Britifli American forces 
for 1793.” 

“ 9313I. 6s. 3d. for pcnOons to widows of commiffioned 
Officers for 1793.” 

“ 177,9951. 2s. id. for the in and out penfioners of Chelfea 
Hofpitul.” 

4500I. for new roads, bridges, & c. in the Highlands of 
North Britain for 1793.” 

“ 278,122, 14s. 2d. for the embodied militia of the feveral 
counties in South Britain for 1793.” 

“ That a fum upon account, not exceeding 72,000!. for 
the charge of contingencies, See. for the embodied militia for 

* 793 -” 

“ That a fum not exceeding 320I. 6?. 9d. be granted to His 
Majefty for defraying the expence of fervices performed by the 
Office of Ordnance previous to the 31ft of Dec. 1783, an( ^ not 
provided for by Parliament.” 

«* 15,0951. 16s. 3d. for the expence of the Ordnance for 
land fervice, and not provided for in 1791.” 

“ 68 26I. 15s. 4d. for the expence of fervices of the Ord- 
nance, and not provided for by Parliament in 1792.” 

“ 832,0681. 15s. 4d. for the expence of the Ordnance, and 
not provided for by Parliament in 1791.” 

“ That 448,374!. 19s. gd. for the charge of the Office of 
Ordnance for land fervice, for 1793*” 

M, . FOX faid, that upon the principle on which he gave 
his vote for the feamen for the fervice of His Majefty for the 
tnfujng year, namely, becaule he thought they might be ne- 
ceffiary in the prefect ftate of affairs, he ftiould be ready to give 
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bis vote to-night. The cafes were not equally clear, however, 
in both iuflanccs. With refpelt to the Teamen voted the other 
night, he, as well as the other Members of that Houfe, thought 
the augmentation proper, and therefore the vote Was given. 
But the cafe Was doubtful with refpedl to the army^ An aug- 
mentation of the ahny might be neceflary on account of the 
internal Rate of the country ; and no doubt it was under that 
idea that the Minifter had thought fit to call but and embody 
the militia r and make all the military preparations which we 
now witneifed. But if it was only upon the idea of internal 
commotions that this augmentation to the army was wanted, 
he ought in ftridtnefs to give it his negative, becaufe he did 
not believe that any tumults or commotions were likely to hap- 
pen ; and therefore an augmented military force was unnccef- 
fary ; and even if the iituation of this country was other wife, 
the increafe of the army was not the ftep he would recommend. 
Thefe were not the reafons why he fhould give his vote to- 
night in favour of the motion made by the Secretary at War. 
He begged to be underftood as giving his vote tTjSon the gene- 
val pofture of our affairs with reference to foreign powers, and 
which, in his opinion, was fuch as required ftrength on the 
part of the executive Government. 

There were other points to which he muft beg leave to call 
the attention of the Committee, becaufe he thought them high*- 
ly important to the military fervice, and interefling to the 
community at large. He knew very well that it was the pre- 
rogative of the Crown to judge of the propriety of making any 
appointments at any time in the army ; but that, like every 
other prerogative of the Crown, was given to the Crown for 
the good and benefit of the people ; and therefore the exercife 
of it fhould be canvaffcd and examined by that Houfe, when 
they were voting away the money of the people. Tfye fubjefl 
to which he wifhed to call the attention of the Committee was 
this. He had no pofitive knowledge upon the fubje& ; but he 
had heard from general report, that feveral officers of high 
rank, and, he believed, of acknowledged military merit, as 
well as exemplary conduit and unblemifhed character, had 
been difmided the fervice. One of them was a man with 
whom he was related in blood, but with whom, on account of 
his virtues, he was ftUl more intimately connected in friend- 
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(hip. He meant Lord Edward Fitzgerald. Another noble 
Lord's cafe was to be noticed : of this nobleman he knew no- 
thing but by report, which certainly was in his favour ; the 
Lord Sempill : thefe two officers had been difcharged from the 
fervice. He did not know the grounds upon which they had 
been dif milled ; but he had heard it was for entering into a 
fubfcription for the purpofe of fupporting the French againft 
the combined armies. Now, whether that fubfcription was a 
right or a wrong meafurc in itfe!f, was a queftion which it did 
not b' long to that Houfe to canvafs, unlefs there was fosne mo- 
tion fpecifically to that effect before them ; but of this he was 
fure, it was a meafure that was at all events legal, and might 
be infinitely meritorious. Nor was it without a precedent. 
When Corfica was about to become fubjedt to the dominion of 
France, there was a general fubfcription in this country to af- 
fift the Corficans. There was, we all know, the very laflt 
fummer, a general fubfcription to a (Tift Poland, againft the in- 
famous oppreffion of Ruffia. He did not think that any blame 
was to be attached to that adt ; the firft municipal officer in 
the kingdom commenced it, and much to the honour of the 
people of this country it became very gejieral ; that it did not 
prove effectual, was what every man with an honeft heart 
would commend. With refpedb to France, individuals had 
the fame right to fubfcribe as we had with regard to Poland ; 
for France at that time was in a ftate of perfect neutrality with 
regard to us ; fo all Europe was informed, by His Majefty’s 
commands to Lord Gower when he was recalled from Paris, 
and therefore it was not criminal in any individual to affift the 
French. If it was not criminal in any individual to affift the 
French, it could not be fo in any of His Majefty’s officers ia 
his fervice. If they did their duty as foldiers, they were not 
to relinquifh any of their civil righls. Whatever, therefore, 
Miniftcrs might think, or might wifh, they fhould not have 
difmifled thefe noblemen from the fervice. There was no- 
thing that could be done with innocence and propriety by any 
one of His Majefty's fubje&s, that might not be done with 
equal innocence and propriety by any one of the officers in His 
Majefty’s fervice. Thefe were points that were not to be 
carelefsly overlooked, becaufe the whole fafety of the fervice 
might depend upon them j for while it was thought neceflary 
3 
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that we fliould have a military eftablifhmcnt annually, by paf- 
fing our mutiny bill, it was neceflary that the officers we had 
fbould be men conne£led with the great landed intcreft of this 
country ; that was one great fecurity we had of their attach- 
ment to the conftitution* and the fidelity of their condudl. But 
fhould it ever be generally underftood, and adopted into prac- 
tice, that in every difference of opinion between the King’s 
Minifters and the King’s Officers, the latter were to be'fubje£l 
to the caprice of the former, and that an officer^ the moment 
he entered the fervice, became a mere foldicr, without any 
civil rights, that was to fay, a mere military machine, with 
none but military views — a foldier who had forgot that he was 
a citizen — there was an end at once of all the honour and all the 
glory which had hitherto belonged to the military fervice in 
this country. He mentioned the cafes of thefe two noblemen 
only in this refpe£l, becaufe he had not heard of any others be- 
ing in a fimilar iituation ; he hoped that fuch cafes would but 
very rarely occur, becaufe he knew it would be very dangerous 
indeed to the fervice. If blame belonged to them in any part 
of their military conduct, furely they might be fubjeffed to a 
Court Martial. But there was another cafe /till more remark- 
able ; he meant the cafe of Captain Gawler. — -[[See the Letter 
fubjoined in a note *.] After ft a ting this cafe, he obferved, it 

* To the EDITOR of the MORNING CHRONICLE. 

sis, 

I have to requeft, that you will be pleafed to infert in your paper, 
the following particulars of the diftnifiion, which I lately received 
from my fituation in HisMajefty’s fervice, as fenior Captain of the 
fecond regiment of Life Guards. I feel it neceflary thus to ftate 
thefe particulars, in order to clear away all mifreprcfenlation of my 
conduct. Perhaps too, from the nature of this tranfaltion, it is a. 
duty which I owe to the public to make it generally known. 

On Friday, the 8th of December inflant. Lieutenant Callard, 
the Adjutant of the regiment, called upon me, and read to me the . 
following requifition. He did not think proper to leave the requifi* 
tion with me, but he was pleafed to furnifh me with a copy of every 
part of it, except the fignatures. 1 have not fince had the original 
l equilition in my pofleflion, but I have reafon to believe, that I am 
pcrfedtly cqrre£t in my ftatement of the fignatures : 

“ The Officers of the 2 d regiment of Life Guards having receiv- 
ed certain information, that Captain Gawler has been admitted a 
member of one of the republican clubs, called the Society for Con- 
ftitutionai Information, and as it appears to them incompatible with 
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was againft all the principles of military difcipline, and highly 
detrimental to the intereft of the fervice, to difmffs an officer 
for refufing to erafe his name from a fociety. It was laying a 
foundation for political difputes between officers in the army, 

his fituation as holding a commiffion in the 2d regiment of Life 
Guards, a corps immediately about the King’s perfon; the officers 
therefore requeft, that Captain Gavvler will withdraw his name and 
lupport from a club whofe principles are evidently republican.'* 

Felix Buckley R.*Tfaac Starke, Lieut. 

John Hughes, Captain Thomas Rainsforth, Lieut. 

William Manfell, Captain Gerard GolTelin, Sub-Lieut. 

Arthur Cuthbert, Captain Abel Rous Dottin, Sub-Lieut. 

George Callard, Lieut. John Buller, Lieut. . 

All, except General Buckley, Mr. Gawler’s junior officers. 

Three officers of the regiment. Lieutenant Capper, Lieutenant 
Beret-ford, and Lieutenant Irnpey, who were prefentat the meeting 
at which this requifition was fignrd, refufed tofet their names to it, 
conceiving it to be an unwarrantable interference of the corps upon 
the fubjrOt. 

On Saturday the qth of December inftant, T waited on Major Ge- 
neral Buckley, who is the commanding officer of the regiment, and 
delivered to him my nnl'wer to the requifition. 

After he .had read the anlwer, he endeavoured to convince me that 
prudential considerations ought to induce me to yield to the requili- 
fion ; but failing in that object, he then fiated to me in fubftance 
that my conduit, if I perfilted, might materially affeCt the interell: 
of the three gentlemen who had refufed to fign the requifition.—- 
Tliisfuggcftion alarmed me on their account, and I requefted to be 
allowed till the Monday following to coniider my anfwer. A few 
moments cool conlidcration attcr I had quitted General Buckley, 
convinced me that it was not to beexpeded, that becaufe thofe three 
gentlemen in their character of Judges had happened to entertain a 
different opinion from their fuperior officers, that their private intereft 
could in any manner fuffer, and therefore, early on the morning of 
Sunday the 10th of December inftant, I returned to General Buck- 
ley the anfwer which I had delivered to him the day before, and which 
is as follows : 

“ Captain Gawler having received a paper addrelled to him by 
feveral of the officers of his regiment, requefting to withdraw his 
name and fupport from the Society for Conftitutional Information, 
although he obferves, that fuch paper is figned but by part of his 
corps, yet he does not heiitate to give an immediate anfwer to the -re- 
quilition contained in it. 

“ By the mere ad of becoming a member of a fociety, exprefsly 
inftituted for the purpofe of Conftitutional Information, he certainly 
does not coniider himfelf as having departed in any degree from the 
charade r of his fituation. As an officer in His Majefty’s fervice, 
his duty is to defehd the Conftitution, as by law eftabliftied, and the 
foie objed to which he is pledged by becoming a member of the 

• Vol. XXXIV, Dd 
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and afterwards determining them by a reference to the caprice 
of MiniAers. This was a practice very much to be avoided 
indeed, or it might be the death of the fervice. Why were 
not thefe points brought forward before a Court Martial ?— - 


Conftitutional Society, is to promote the knowledge of that fame 
Conftitution. * 

M If in any particular proceeding, a fociety pailes beyond the 
avowed principle of its union, the perfons who conipofe the majo- 
rity that decide the meafure can alone be rcfponfible for it. It is ob- 
vious that the cenfure which follows fuch a proceeding cannot attach 
upon thole members, who being prefent when it was determined, 
oppofed themfelvcs to it, nor upon thofe who being abfent had not 
the means of oppofition. 

“ Captain Gawler had not only never been prefent at any meet- 
ing whatever of the Conftitutional Society, but has never in any 
manner given his ailent or lupport to any refolutions adopted, by 
that fociety. 

“ Upon the whole, Captain Gawler perfundes himfelf that thofe 
gentlemen who have figned the requifition will not feel themfelves 
difpofed, upon farther refleffion, to prefs their requeft that he 
fliould withdraw hiinfelt from the fociety, lincc with fuch requeft 
he cannot comply without acknowledging — what he certainly does 
not acknowledge — the authority of thofe gentlemen, under the cir- 
cumftanccs which he has ftated, to interfere with him upon the fub- 
je£t. 

“ If to belong to this fociety be in itfelf objectionable. Captain 
Gawler is informed that the objection applies to many other officers, 
and to many perlons of rank and condition in the country. 

“ Captain Gawler has ever profefled, and now repeats, that io 
long as he remains in His Majefty’s fervice, he ‘lhall think himfelf 
bound by his duty to (hed his lau drop of blood in defence of His 
Majefty’s perfon and Government.” 

On Fuefday, the 12th of December inftant, the Adjutant of the 
regiment delivered to me the following intimation : 

** The officers of the 2d regiment of Life Guards have received 
Captain Gawler’s anfwer to their requifition ; they had determined, 
before they applied to Captain Gawler, that the only fubftantial 
proof he could give of his principles being fuch as ne has reprefcnt- 
ed them, would .be to withdraw his name and fupport from the fb- 
cicty in’queftion ; but as Captain Gawler has not thought proper 
to comply with the wifti of his corps, they have refolved to lay the 
whole tranfadion before the Colonel of the regiment, with their 
proceedings thereon.” 

'On Saturday, the 2 2d of December inftant, I received a note 
-and enclofurc from General Buckley, of which the following are 
copies : 6 

M Major General Buckley prefents his compliments to Mr. Gaw- 
ler, and inclofes the orders given to the ad regiment of Life Guards 
by Lord Amhcrft this day.” 

Grofvcnor Street^ Dec, 14 , 1792 . 
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He had not the lead doubt but that they might be To brought 
forward. He dated thefe things, becaufe he really thought 
them fubje&s of grievance to the fervice, and would be finally 
detrimental to the intered of the people of this country, unlefs 
very foon and very well regulated indeed. 

The SECRETARY AT WAR thanked the right honour- 
able gentleman who fpoke lad for the candid manner in which 
he had admitted the prerogative of the Crown. The right the 
Crown had of difmilling any of its officers, without adigniug 
a reafon for it, was a right that was not doubted, and he fhould 
not fay any thing farther upon that fubje£l. As to the Court 
Martial to which the right honourable gentleman had alluded, 
he allowed that the noble Lords, and the other honourable of- 
ficer, were certainly liable to a Court Martial ; .but it did not 
from thence by any means follow that they ihould not be dif- 
mifled without a Court Martial, if His Majedy fhould be fo 
pleafed to order. He fhould fay no more, upon this fubject. 

Mr. FOX admitted the prerogative of the King, as the Se- 
cretary at War had infilled on it ; but then he faid he mull 
again maintain that it was a prerogative, the exercife of which 
it was the privilege, it was the duty of that Houfe, to exa- 
mine. With refpeft to the condudl of Captain Gawler, in 
refilling to erafe his name from the Society alluded to, in com- 
pliance with the imperious orders of a number of officers, all 
of whom were inferior to himfelf, except one of them, he 
mud fay, that to make fuch a circumdance the foundation of 
difmiffion was againd all the principles of military didin&ions, 
againd the principles of jultice, and highly injurious to the 


Lord Amherft’s orders, Dec. 14, 1792. 

Parole, Lincoln. 

** The King has been pleafed to make the following promotion in 
the 2d regiment of Life Guards. 

«* Lieutenant Callard, Captain, vice Captain Gawler, who is 
permitted to receive the price of his commiilion. 

“ Cornet and Sub-Lieutenant GofTelin, Lieutenant.** 

This official notice of my difmiffion was the only information I re- 
ceived on the fubjefl, fubfequent to the intimation of the fubferib- 
ing officers, that they had refolved to lay the whole tranfa&ion before 
the Colonel of the regiment. 

John Brllrnden Gawler* 

Stamet, Dtc, * 2 % 1792: 

Dd 2 
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fervice. When he faw a meritorious gentleman difmiflcd the 
fervice in this way, without a reafon, it gave him great con- 
cern, as well for the individual as for the fervice itfelf. He 
faid again, this gentleman ought to have had a Court Martial ; 
but although Minifters had not afligned a reafon for difmi fling 
thefe officers, he would venture to fay what were not the rea- 
fons for difmifling this gentleman. They did not difmifs them 
for w r ant of an honourable chara&er. No ! Caprice', founded 
upon political topics, was the foie reafon. — With regard to 
Lord Edward Fitzgerald, his abilities and courage had been 
tried ; and he had acquitted himfelf to his honour, and to the 
fatisfaltion of the Public and of his moft fanguine friends. 
Captain Gawlcr, too, had more than once fignalifed himfelf 
in the fervice. Mr. Fox here bore the moft honourable and 
ample teftimony of the meritorious conduit of all thefe dif- 
mifled officers, and concluded with obferving, that the Minif- 
ters’ reafons for difmifling them were fuch as they would not 
venture to aflign. 

Mr. BURKE entered at large into the nature of the King’s 
prerogative to difmifs any of his officers without afligning a 
reafon for it. It was a power wifely given to His Majefty by 
the Conftitution, and was not to be called in queftion. He 
admitted the exercife of it might be abufed, and when that was 
the cafe, that Houfe ought to interfere ; but he did not think 
it fo in the prefent inftance. He then took notice of what 
Mr. Fox had faid with refpelt to “ the probability of a war 
“ with a foreign power, in which cafe we ihould be armed.” 
Here he agreed with Mr. Fox ; but with refpcll to the other 
part, where he faid he thought “ w r e might build on tranquil- 
“ lity at home,” he difFercd from him widely, and obferved, 
that he never knew an armament that was not applicable to 
both. — He then took a view of the ground of Mr. Fox’s com-" 
plaint, and after arguing for forne time on the principles of 
public policy, he thought the conduit of thefe officers highly 
improper and unconftitutional ; for fo appeared to him the 
raiftng of money by individuals, without the direction or con- 
tent of the King, and without the interference of Parliament, 
and to fupport a war againft a power with whom we were ac-r 
tually in alliance. So forcibly did thefe points ftrike him, 
that, when he was applied to for a fubfeription for Poland, ho 
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confefled that his heart was engaged in their favour; every 
thing that cduld move his affe&ions pleaded in favour of Po- 
land ; but doubting lb much on the point of propriety, he he- 
litated, and finally declined fubferibing. He took notice of the 
cafe of Captain Gawler ; he belonged to a Society, called a 
Society for Conftituticnal Information : there was no imputa- 
tion upon Captain Gawler for being a Member of this Society 
at firft, becaufe the profeffions of its founders were harmlefs ; 
but it had long lince changed its original character, and now 
its Members held open corrcfp'ondenee with certain focieties in 
France, for the exprefs purpofe of altering the Conftitution of 
this country ; a citizen of the name of Joel Barlow, another 
of the name of John Adams, and Citizen Froft, were engaged 
in this correfpondence. He faw no reafon why one of 'His 
Majefty's officers fhould object to erafing his name from fuch a 
Society. Upon all thefe confiderations, he muff fay he was 
not ready to blame Government for what they had done. He 
thought that Government fhould judge of the conduct of its- 
military officers by its own diferetion, in the fame way as a 
Jury judged of the tendency of a feditious libel ; juft as a Jury 
decided in the cafe of libels, fo fhould the Crown of the con- 
duit of its officers. 

Mr. FOX explained, and obferved, that, as to the fubferip- 
tion for France, the officers in queflion had only followed the 
example of the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) in the 
cafe of the Corficans, for he was one of the fubferibers, and 
fo were the firft and the befl characters in this country ; this 
the right honourable gentleman did not then think unconftitu- 
tional, although he had fince difeovered it to be fo ; but furejy 
it was hard for an officer to be difeharged for not knowing the 
Conftitution better than Mr. Burke did twenty years ago. 
With refpedt to what he had hinted at as to an alliance, that 
was readily explained. Our alliance with the King of Pruffia 
was a defenfive alliance t if he fhould be attacked, we werO 
bound to defend him ; but it never occurred to him that we 
were bound to aflift him in this offenfive war againft France, 
and therefore he did not fend to us for affiftance ; nor did it 
occur to us that we were his allies in this cafe, for we did not 
offer him affiftance. As to the Conftitutional Society, it was 
well known that Captain Gawler never aCted in it at all* 
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Why ihould not a gentleman erafe his name ? Why ? If x a 
gentleman feels himlelf commanded, as it were, by thofc who 
have no authority to do fo, he is not likely to comply with the 
requifition, when enforced in fuch a manner. He mud once 
more repeat, that thefe gentlemen ought to have had a trial by 
Court Martial. 

Mr. BURKE faid a few words in explanation. 

After which the refolution was read and palled, and then the 
fum of 579,1741. 1 8s. i^d. were granted to His Majelty for 
defraying the charges of the land forces for guards and garri- 
fons, &c. 

The Houfc then went into a Committee on the Ordnance. 

Several refolutions followed, and various fums of money 
were voted to defray the different expences ; in the courfe of 
which 

Mr. TAYLOR afked the Minifter whether the building of 
barracks was included in any of thefe charges ; for that when- 
ever that came forward, he would take the fenfe of the Houfc 
upon it. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that it had been deemed expe- 
dient to build feveral barracks, and that ihould make a fepa- 
rate article among the extraordinaries. 

The fum of 449,000!. was voted for the Ordnance land 
fervice for the year 1793. 

The Chairman reported progrefs. The report was ordered 
to be received on Wednefday. — Adjourned to Wednefday. 

Wednefday y 26th December. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL moved the order of the 
day for the fecond reading of the bill to prevent the circulation 
in this country of aflignats and other paper fecurity under the 
authority of France. After a fhort converfation between Mr. 
Taylor and the Attorney General, this bill was read accord- 
ingly, and ordered to be printed. 

On the third reading of the bill for prohibiting the exporta- 
tion of corn, &c., under certain circumftanees. 

Colonel TARLETON took notice, that a certain firm 
had fitted out a (hip laden with corn for exportation, which 
when they had done it was perfe&ly legal, but which now 



DEBATES. 


A. 1792* 


207 


they were prohibited from exporting by order in Council, he 
wifhed them to be indemnified. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT obferved, they Ought to have an in- 
demnity if their cafe fiiould be made olit. 

The bill was then read a third time and pafled. 

Mr. TAYLOR gave notice that foon after the recefs he 
fiiould enter into a difcullion of the propriety of the plan of 
building barracks in this country. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he was prepared to difeufs at 
anj time the propriety of building barracks, as a plan which 
he confidered of the higheft utility under the prefent circum- 
Itances of the country. 

Mr. TAYLOR faid, he fhould contend that it was apian 
that could not be confonant to the feelings of EnglHhmen. 

'1 he Houfe adjourned. 


T'hurfdfiy, 27 th December. 

On the motion of the ATTORNEY GENERAL, the 
Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe on 
the bill to prevent the circulation of aflignats, bonds, promif- 
fory notes, &cc., for the payment of money, and ifTued under 
the authority of France. 

Mr. TAYLOR allowed, that if there were any ailignats in 
circulation, that circulation ou^ht to be fupprefled; but he 
wiflied to know whether if any foreigner, on his arrival in this 
metropolis, entirely ignorant, as the cafe was likely to be, of 
the nature of the prefent bill, with an allignat in his pocket, 
was to offer it at the houfe of Meflrs. ThellufTon and Co., or 
any other commercial houfe, he would or would not be liabje 
to the penalties of the bill now before the Houfe for circulating 
aflignats. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL obferved, that the general 
objects of complaint under -the title of aflignats were thole for 
3s. 6d. each, or fome fuch trivial fums, which were now in 
circulation in this country. With regard to the queftion of his 
learned and honourable friend, he mull declare he knew not 
where to draw a line of diftin&ton without incurring the ha- 
zard of an evafion of the bill. 

Air. TAYLOR faid, that, as a lawyer, he declared it t» 
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be his opinion that the cafe to which he alluded could not be 
deemed a circulation. 

The bill then patted the Committee, and the report was or- 
dered to be received to-morrow. — The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday , 28 th December. 

The order of the day was put, that the Alien bill be read a 
feeond time. 

The SPEAKER having read the different claufes of it, 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS fa id, that a great many words 
were not neceflary upon the prefent oceafion. In the exitting 
circumftances , the motives and caufes of the bill Were fo no- 
torious, as not to require to be enumerated. He confidered it, 
however, as his duty to come forward, in order to fubmit a few 
obfervations with refpedt to the nature and necettity of the pre- 
fent meafure, and fhould for a very fhort time detain the atten- 
tion of the Houle. So very great and extraordinary an influx 
of foreigners into this country mutt, at any time, have called* 
for the attention of Government, and rendered fome tneafures 
on their part neceflary. That attention was ff ill more requi- 
fite, and the necettity of adopting fome particular mcafureswas 
ftill more urg&nt, when it was confidered that this influx of fo- 
reigners had come from a country which had lately been the 
feene of very extraordinary tranl'actions — where their Confti- 
tution had been overthrown, the moll convulftve proceedings 
taken place, and actions of the mod dreadful enormity been, 
perpetrated. In thefe tranfadlions a very great number of the 
people, either from compultton or inclination, had taken an 
a&ive part. It was likewife to be confidered, that the Revo- 
lution which had been brought about was not confined to the 
country itfelf where it had firft originated ; that it affected the 
whole of Europe, and was connected with principles which 
were directed againfl every Government, and confequently 
againft the Government of this country. It became then a 
matter of ferious attention, if the foreigners who had come 
into this country were influenced by thofe principles ; and it 
was his duty not to conceal from the Houfe, that many of 
thofe who had fled from their own country were liable to fuf- 
picion — many indeed had fled from perfecution, .and had come 
fcere for refuge from thofe feenes of calamity and violence 
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■which they were compelled to witnefs in their own country ; 
blit there were likewife many of a different defeription — many 
who had been engaged in thofe very tranfadlions of cruelty and 
outrage which, he was confident, none would fet their face to 
defend. And this was not all : it became matter of ftill more 
ferious confideration, fince there had been found men in this 
country fo infatuated as to have adopted tljofe very principles 
which, in the country where they originated, had overthrown 
the Conftitution, and which were inimical to the principles of 
every Government. There exifted likewife thofe, in the act- 
ing Government of that neighbouring country, who encou- 
raged the addrefies of the difeontented and difaffe&ed in this 
againft our Conftitution, and who publifhed decrees tending to 
favour their views, and flatter them with hopes of fupport. 
When he had ftated thofe circumftances, he trufted that it 
would not be thought that there was not fufficient ground for 
fome degree of caution in the prefent moment. If it was al- 
lowed that there was ground for fome ineafures to be taken, it 
would then only remain to be determined how far the meafures. 
brought forward by Minifters, on the prefent occafion, were 
too ftrong or too exceflive. 

He then briefly ftated the fcveral adtive claufes of the bill. 
It w-as intended, in the firft inftancc, to make all foreigners, 
aiming in the kingdom, give an account of themfelves — to 
make them explain or give up fueh arms as they may have in 
their pofleflion ; he did not mdan fuch arms as were natural for 
men or gentlemen to wear, but fuch as might naturally excite 
fufpicion againft the owners. It was alfo intended, that, in 
their feveral removals through the country, they fhould ufe 
paflports, by which their adlual refidence, or occafional move- 
ments, might be notorious. For the fame reafbn it was alfo 

intended to diftributq thofe who received fupport into certain 

* 

diftridls, where alfo they would be more liable to the cogni- 
zance of the civil power. Finally, it was propofed to pay 
particular attention to thofe foreigners who have come within 
the prefent year, or who may hereafter come without obvious 
reafons, and thus be rendered more liable to fufpicion. He 
then entered into a detail of the particular regulations of the 
bill, which be concluded with Hating, that he hoped the gene- 
ral principles upon which it was founded woyld, in the prefent 
Vot. XXXIV. Ee 
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■circumflanccs, be confidcrcd as moderate, snd requifite to the 
fafety of the State, and not giving a power to the executive 
government greater than the occafion juft Hied. He trufted 
that the precautions which had been taken in giving this 
power would not be regarded as unreafonable, dangerous, or 
unneceffary. He had only one circumftance m^re to mention 
— *- that if he was called upon to ftate the grounds upon which 
he had founded his allegations, he would decline entering into 
any particular detail, and appeal to the general fenfe of the 
Houfe to determine how far they were well founded. It mult 
appear, in the prelent inftance, that, with refpedi to a bill 
grounded on fufpicion, and authoriling the executive govern- 
ment to a£l upon that principle, it would be impoifible, with 
any degree of propriety, to lay open the particular fources of 
information. Such a conduct would deftrpy the good effedls 
which the bill was intended to produce ; and therefore, though 
'called upon in the courfe of the debate, he ftiould be under the 
rieceffity to decline all explanation. 

Sir GILBERT ELLIOT faid, that it was always with ex- 
treme reludlance that he jrofe to fpeak — a reluctance which 
proceeded from a confcioufnefs of his own incapacity to claim 
the attention of that Houfe. This reluCtance, however, he 
now particularly felt, upon the prefent occafion, from a diffe- 
rent caufe — a caufe, however, of fuch a nature as compelled 
him, however unwilling, to come forward and avow his fenti- 
ments. The caufe to which he alluded was a difference of 
opinion between him and fome honourable friends whom he 
highly refpeCfcd and <. deemed. The painful fenfations which 
arofe from the neceftity of avowing fuch a difference of opinion 
had already been del'cribed by other honourable gentlemen with 
more eloquence than he podeifed ; but this he iliould fay, that 
none could more fincercly feel the pain of fuch a difference 
than he did. This difference of opinion, he trufted, however, 
could have no effeCt with regard to private friendftiip, which, 
he hoped, would ever remain unaltered. This (entiment he 
was more particularly led to exprefs, as he had received diftin- 
guifhed marks of friendfhip from a right honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Fox) with whom he was now compelled to exprefs his 
difference in opinion ; nor ought this difference even to pro- 
duce any alteration in their way of thinking of each other m 
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public men ; for however they might difagree in fentiment, 
their motives were the fame, and though the means which 
they propofed were different, the objeft which they all had in 
view was the fame — the public good. On this occafion he felt 
himfelf prompted by duty to declare, that lincc the dole of laft 
feffion he had felt much regret from what had been faid by the 
right honourable gentleman. The views which he entertained 
of the prefent fituation of affairs were not only widely diffe- 
rent from his own, but the means which he propofed to be pur- 
fued for the public welfare were fuch as appeared to him to be 
even of an oppofite tendency. This difference of opinion was 
not refpefting a particular mcafure, fo as to afford him a hope 
that they might again reconcile their difference of fentiment, 
and be able to aft together — it was a difference of fuch a na- 
ture as to affeft their whole turn of thinking, and rendered 
their views refpefting the mode of conduit which ought to be 
adopted in the prefent crilis diametrically oppofite. lie confi- 
dered it as the duty of every man to Hand forward in fupport 
of His Majefty’s Government, and thus to maintain the Con- 
flitution, and to fate the country. This difference of fenti- 
nient he fhould have felt Hill more painful, if, in avowing it, 
he had been compelled to Hand alone. He truHcd, however, 
that his fenfe of duty, and his regard for the public welfare, 
would have enabled him even to Hand alone upon fuch an occa- 
fion, and would have fupported him under all the uneafinefs of 
fuch a fituation ; but he was happy he did not Hand alone. 
He fpoke the fame fentiments with many other honourable 
friends with whom he had been accuHomcd to aft, and who 
Hill continued to aft upon their ancient principles, and under 
their ancient leader (the Duke of Portland) — that illuHrious 
perfonage whofe charafter was fo highly refpefted, and whole 
fentiments could never fail to have the greateH weight. The 
prefent bill met with his hearty and entire approbation, not 
on account of any particular fafts which had been alledged, 
but on account of the general fituation of the country. JHe 
confidered it as an acceilion of power to the Crown, which 
was jufiified by the exifting circumflances. It was, in his opi- 
nion, the charafter of a free Government to grant an extraor- 
dinary power in particular emergencies. If this extraordinary 
power was at all times to be pofiefled by the Crown, its power 
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would be too great for a free Government ; and if it was not 
to be granted when it was neceflqry, its power would be too 
fmall. He concluded by declaring, that he therefore gave his 
entire approbation to the precautions which had been taken by 
Minifters as highly neceffary and proper in the prefent fituation 
of affairs. 

Mr. FOX faid, that in fpeaking fome things more than he 
fhould otherwife have thought himfclf called* upon in terms to 
Rate, he truRed the Houfe would indulge him for a few mo- 
ments. In whatever political differences of opinion he felt 
himfelf with reference to his friends, he would venture to fay, 
that in all difeuflions of fuch opinions he had never fuffered the 
political difference to interfere with his private friendftiips ; yet 
he did feel fome reafon to complain that all the private friend- 
fhip and efteem profefled for him by the honourable Baronet 
Riould not have induced the honourable Baronet to Rate to him 
fuch political difference of opinion as he now faid had cxifted 
fo long, or that this fhould be the firft occafion he had to fuf- 
pe<R the leaR difference of opinion between the honourable 
Baronet and himfelf. The honourable Baronet now faid, that 
fo long ago as the laR feflion of Parliament he had reafon to 
differ in opinion from him, and now declared a general diflip- 
probation of his political conduct. Till now he had never un- 
derRocd that there was, among thofe with whom he had been 
accuRomed to a<R, a general difference of opinion from him, 
and a difpofition to fupport the prefent AdminiRration. He 
would call no man to account for his condudl ; but he would 
fay that they had given him the moft diftindl alfurances that 
there was nothing which made them more unwilling than they 
were formerly ; that they had exprefled no difinclination to 
follow the fame plan they had before adopted. He had indeed, 
on the firR day of the prefent feflion, feen gentlemen go out 
into the lobby whom he could have wifhed to have Raid in the 
Hgufe ;/ he had heard a right honourable friend of his (Mr. 
Windham) fpeak with that powerful eloquence which always 
diftinguiihed him againR what appeared to him to be the right 
and juft cour.e of proceeding, and he had heard him with pain ; 
but he faw no fuch difference of opinion as made it impoftible 
for thofe gentlemen, or his right honourable friend, to pre- 
fetve that connexion in which they had a died fo long.' 
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With refpeCl to himfelf, all he could fay was, that he was 
as much devoted to that connection as any gentleman in that 
Houfe ; as any man of honourable and independent feelings 
could be. He faid alfo, it was the pride of his heart to think, 
that the union and exertions of that connection had kept alive 
every thing that deferved the name of the fpirit of liberty in 
this country. He wiflicd not to call to mind particular expreA- 
(ions ; but he could not but recoiled that the difference between 
thofe with whom he had aded and the prefent Miniftry, was 
formerly called fundamental and irreconcileable ; and he did 
believe that this fcntimcnt did ftill pervade the majority of 
them. Whether fo or not, and whether his opinion was or 
was not corrfonant with the opinion of that majority, he did 
not know ; but this he knew, that the cafe of his country 
would not fuffer him to fay he could fupport an Adminiftra- 
tion which flood upon the grounds of the prefent, upon grounds 
not warranted by the Conftitution. He had heard, in this and 
other places, that the prefent Adminiftration (hould be fyfte- 
matically fupported at all events in the prefent fituation of af- 
fairs. He blamed not thofe who faid fo, but with regard to 
himfelf, and thofe who entertained this opinion, union, and 
co-operation, were at an end. He had not heard the honour- 
able Baronet fay fo much ; for he was fure, that if the ho- 
nourable Baronet had done fo, he could not have added that he 
concurred in fentiment with the illuftrious characters to whom 
he had alluded. The honourable Baronet had alluded to a no- 
ble perfon (Duke of Portland) fo much efteemed by him (Mr. 
Fox) that he could not exprefs what he felt in fpeaking of him i 
a nobleman with whom he had lived fixteen or feventecn years 
in friendfhip, and for ten of thofe he had been in habits of the 
greateft intimacy and affcCtion ; and he would venture to fay 
he efteemed him at leaft as much as the honourable Baronet. 
He could not think that that nobleman entertained the opinion 
profefled by the honourable Baronet ; for he had heard that that 
nobleman, in giving his fupport to the prefent bill, had ex-> 
prefsly declared that he could not forget the manner in which 
the prefent adminiftration came into power, and that great part 
of the difficulties in which the country was now involved, was 
owing to their mifconduCt. He therefore believed that no ef- 
fential difference exifted between that noble perfon and himfelf. 
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If differences did arife from doubts that were entertained, 
he aflced only for a fair difcuffion, that it might be diftinftly 
known wherein it was they differed. He firmly believed, that 
on all the principles of liberty, they not only agreed in mo- 
tives but in aftions — that they agreed in every thing except the 
bin. He difapproved of this bill, and they approved, which 
, wtis all the difference of which he knew. But as to other 
£ differences, and he was fure of no other, that fubjeft muft be 
farther difeufled, and better underftood between them. He 
had long afted, and he wiflied to continue to aft with cha- 
racters he efteemed ; but if he Humid be driven, which God 
avert, to the fituation of afting without, or againft thofe cha- 
racters, he hoped and trufted he fhould have fenfe enough to 
difeern his duty, and fortitude to perform it. Painful as fuch 
a feparation would be to him, and requiring his utmoft forti- 
tude to bear, he muff then confider whether he fhould ad alone, 
or not aCt at all. He trufted, however, he fhould aCt accord- 
ing to his own fenfe of duty, if he was compelled to do the 
one or the other. If, on the other hand, the difference on the 
prefent bill fhould be all the material difference between them, 
they might ftill aft in conjunction, as they had formerly done, 
and he hoped that all attempts to magnify accidental differences, 
while they agreed on one general principle, would fail of their 
effeft. There were other perfons from whom he expefted an 
entire difference on certain queftions, and he had not been de- 
ceived. The right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) who 
had condemned his former friends to banifhment in Sinope, it 
might have been expefted, conlidering the defolatenefs and fte- 
rility of the land, would have paufed, would have thought that 
a fufficient punifhment ; but he had not done fo. All that he 
could fay was, that nothing fhould be wanting on his part, no- 
thing of yielding or complying, nothing conciliating or friend- 
ly, no fubmiffion that friendfhip and old habits of intimacy 
could fuggeft, that he fhould not be ready to enter into, if, in 
his opinion, it could operate for the public good. Upon the 
prefent bill, as nothing had been alledged that could juftify tbc 
principle, which he had no hope of oppofing with fuccefs, and 
as it contained many provifions that could be better debated in 
a Committee, than in any other ftage, he fhould referve what 
lie had to fay till it came to that ftage. 
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Mr. BURKE fail!, that although party connexion’s were ex- 
tremely proper for mutual arrangement in private, and conve- 
nience of public bufmefs, they were feldom fit to hecome the 
fubjcX of public debate. No man was more unfit than he was 
to enter into any difcuilinn of the (late of parties. To talk of 
parties was, he remarked, a matter of particular delicacy, as 
the confidence of private friendfli ip was often fo much inter- 
mixed with public duty, that the tranfaXion of parties required 
a fort of fanXity which precluded any difclofure. This deli- 
cacy was particularly incrcafi.il, "when friends, who loved and 
efteemed one another, in confequence of a difference of opi- 
nion, were compelled to pull different ways, and felt all the 
dillraXion natural to virtuous minds in fiich a fituation. If he 
might be allowed to talk of himfelf, he might ftate, that ever 
finCe he came into Parliament, his doors had been open to all ; 
none had been ref 11 fed admittance, though the praX ice had been 
attended with much inconvenience to himfelf. 

To the allufion about Sinope, he had nothing to anfwer. — - 
The phalanx had fent him not to Sinope, but, in the common 
phrafe, to Coventry. What endeavours had been ufed to make 
him odious to the Public, and to his private friends, all the 
world knew. Yet this Sinopian, this dog of Athens, had not 
barked from his tub. He had violated no principle, he had be- 
trayed no fecret, he had not attempted to come between the 
refolution and the aX ; and farther he had not to fay. With 
regard to the noble perfon, in whom the public had a great in- 
tereft, he ftiould fay nothing of his juft charaXer. The right 
honourable gentleman faid he had known him for llxteen years ; 
he had known him for twenty-feven ; and if, for obvious rea- 
fons, they had not lately aXed much together, he could fay, 
that^their friendlhip, if not improved,' was not impaired. The 
public had a very great intereft in the charaXer of that noble 
perfon ; his public virtues, the moderation of his fentiments, 
and the temperance of his private life, had made an impreftion 
which would not eafily be obliterated. 

To the right honourable gentleman he owed much for in- 
ftruXion, for improvement, and example ; but the moment 
he faw him countenance thefe French affairs, and approve 
their principles, no public connexion could fubfift between 
them, becaufc they differed fyftematically and fundamentally* 
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He mu(l fay, that any perfon who had fcen the French bu fi- 
ne fs in the hud, and who now faw it fully blown and nurtured, 
and yet Hill wiihed to maintain any connection between France 
and this country, iv.nft, in every refpedt, meet with his entire 
dtfapprobation. On the prefent occalion, thole who wiihed 
ft) fupport Government, mult fupport it fyftematically. If it 
fhould be required to carry on a war, where could a fyftcmati- 
cal fupport be more necelfary ? War was itfelf a fyftem, and 
for his part he had made up his mind not to give to Minifters a 
larger fupport and a larger oppolition, but to fupport them 
fyftematically. Any other fupport would be merely treach- 
erous, as it would only be given to a particular meafure by 
thole, who, at the fame time, were endeavouring to under- 
mine the general credit and character of Miniftry, If the pre- 
fent Hate of affairs was fuch as to threaten not only this coun- 
try but Europe, with moll ferious dangers, it was ncceflary, 
in order to avert thefe dangers, to adopt a fyftem. The pre- 
lent bill was itfelf a ftrong proof of fuch a Hate of affairs, as it 
originated from circumltanccs which rendered it necelfary to 
give additional power to the executive Government. The 
ftrong meafure which Minifteas hail been obliged to adopt fuf- 
fieiently proved the exigence of the crifis ; and the bill itfelf 
formed part of a fyftematical fupport. For his part, though 
unconnected with party, lie gave credit to Minifters for not 
meaning to betray their mafter, for not joining with foreign 
and domcftic fadlions to fubvert the Conftitution. He gave 
them credit for knowing more fails, from the opportunities 
afforded by their official nutation,, than thefe who had not the 
fame advantage ; and therefore, he believed, that in the infor- 
mation which they had given of the danger of the country, they 
would not put upon the Houfc a defigned impofition. He 
would not fay that he could not find other Minifters more agree- 
able to his inclination : he Ihould wifti to fee that noble per- 
fonage whom he had mentioned occupy adiftinguilhedfituation 
in tho Miniftry ; but he doubted whether any Miniftcr could 
be found more in the confidence of the Crown, which, in the 
prefent moment, he conlidercd as a very material point. In a. 
time of war, it was likewife very necelfary that the Miniftry 
ifeould be fupported by the Houfe of Commons, and (hould 
pofiefs the confidence of the people ; two advantages which the 
-3 v 
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prefent Miniftry enjoyed in a very eminent degree. In talk* 
ing of the neceflity of purfuing a fyftem upon the prefent oc- 
eafion, he would remark, that no country had ever afted fa 
much upon a fyftem as that which we are now called to op- 
pofe. He would here talk of two great chara&ers, both of the 
moft diftinguiflied abilities, one of whom, (Mr. Fox) as hav- 
ing been twice Secretary of foreign affairs, had a claim to the 
chara&er of a ftatefman, and who would certainly have proved 
himfelf a great ftatefman, even if he had never been placed in 
any official fituation. The fubject upon which that right ho- 
nourable gentleman had faid much, was France, which had 
lately appeared in a new and dangerous light ; and on this fub r 
je£t he had certainly made ufe of a language very different from 
the policy of our fathers. France had always been confideret^ 
as the natural enemy of this country ; it was the only nation 
from which we had any thing to fear, and in this point of view 
was always to be confidered as an object of jealoufy and pre- 
caution. It was the former policy of this country to maintain 
a balance of power in oppofition to France. With this view 
it was that they made the old alliance with the Houfe of Bur- 
gundy, to which formerly belonged the feventeen provinces, 
which at prefent form the Republic of the United Provinces, 
and the Auftrian Netherlands. With thefe provinces, in 
whatever hands they were, it had been invariably the policy of 
England to be connected, as furnifhing the means of an effec- 
tual refiftancc to the power of France ; and for this rcafbn we 
had always made it a point to prevent even the Emperor to 
difpofe of fuch of them as belonged to him to any other State, 
Since the extin&ion of the Houfe of Burgundy in the male 
line, and the difinambcrment of its poiTeflions, the Houfe of 
Auftria had always been confidered as the natural ally of Eng- 
land, becaufe it was the only one capable of making head 
againft the enormous power of France. During the reign of 
Jofeph II., whofe unaccountable difpoiit ion was not favour- 
able to England, an alliance was formed with Pruflia. 

How much then mull he be furprifed, when a great Statef- 
man declared that he rejoiced in the defeat of the Emperor and 
the King of Pruflia— the Emperor, the ally of this country — 
the King of Pruflia connected with it by marriage and by trea-. 
ty. This indeed was a total deviation from the. policy of out 
Vol. XXXIV. . F f 
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anceftors. Nay, when this great Statefman required Ministers 
to interfere to prevent the Duke of Brunfwick from entering 
France, and to join with our natural enemies againft our allies 
and friends. There never were more folid, more fubflantial, 
more convincing reafons given for attacking any Gountry, than 
thofe given in the manifefto which preceded, and juftified the 
attack of the combined armies. The battle of Jamappc the 
right honourable gentleman had ftiled a glorious vidlory — -that 
victory by which France had become miftrefs of Holland ; by 
which (he had obtained poffcflion of the Scheldt, which might 
now be the occafion of going to war. This glorious victory, 
in his opinion, was a calamitous defeat to this country. And 
why was all this exultation expreffed ? Becaufe thofe combin- 
ed againft France were defpots, and becaufe France itfelf was 
a Republic. It was a new language, to call the friends and 
allies of this country defpots. But here he begged leave to tell 
afhortrtory: A very fmgular parrot was brought to Prince 
Maurice, which had acquired the gift of language. The 
Prince afked where it lived — it mentioned the place. What 
was its bufinefs — it replied, to call together the chickens, and 
• I do it very well — chuck, chuck, chuck (imitating the cry 
employed to call chickens.)— Now he mult own he confidered 
the parrot who could call together the chickens, as a much 
greater ftatefman than the parrot which could only call out, 
fool, cuckhold, and knave. As to the rejoicing in the fuccefs 
of a French republic, the liberty with which it was attended 
afforded certainly no great ground of exultation. It was a li- 
berty without property, without honour, without morals, 
without order, without government, without fecurity of life. 
In order to gain liberty they had forfeited order, and had thus 
forfeited every degree of freedom. They had violated the law 
of nations by a decree, declaring war againft all Governments, 
and forcing thofe countries, into which their armies (hould 
enter, to form a conftitution fimiliar to their own. In talking 
of the English nation, they talked of the fovereignty of the 
people ; the conftitution of this country knows n© fuch fove- 
reignty ; the King is Sovereign of the Lords and of the Com- 
mons; the King, Lords, and Commons are the reprefenla- 
tives ot the country at home ; the King is its only representa- 
tive abroad. They talk of the nation ; we know of no nation 
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as a diftindt body from the reprefentative powers. We tallf 
indeed of the people, but “ the fovereignty of the people” is 
a phrafe not recognifed by law, and inconliftent with our con- 
ftitution. 

Mr. Burke then animadverted at fome length on the decree 
made by the National Convention upon the report of M. 
Cambon. The decree was preceded by a curious declaration. 
4< The National Convention, after having heard the report of 
<e the United Committees of Finance. War, and diplomatic, 
“ faithful to the principles of the fovereignty of the people, 
** which will not permit them to acknowledge any inftitution 

“ derogatory from it,” &c Here, Mr. Burke infilled, was 

a diredt denunciation of war againft Great Britain. The Na- 
tional Convention will not acknowledge any inftitution dero- 
gatory from the fovereignty of the people. The decree con- 
tained twelve articles, the firft evinced the intentions of the 
National Convention, “ to abolifh all taxes, nobility, and 
“ every privilege \ to declare to the inhabitants of all coun- 
“ tries, that they bring with them peace, fuccours, frater- 
“ nity.” The fyftem of fraternizing was to be propagated by 
the fvvord, and if any nation wiflied to adhere to its old max- 
ims, thofe regenerators were to cram this fraternity down their 
throats, and to force them to fwallow the dofe, however 
naufeous it may be to them. The fourth article authorized the 
republic to feize all goods belonging to the treafury,the Prance, 
his favourers, adherents, or fatellites. A pretty ample word 
of confifcation the laft was. The fixth article appointed com- 
mifltoners to fraternize the conquered nation. The feventh 
provided for the payment of the cxpences incurred by the re- 
public, in giving fraternity to any nation. This fufficiently 
evinced the refolution of the French not to fraternize man- 
kind gratis. Under the pretext of giving full liberty to thofe 
people, they fent their commiftioners to take care that the de- 
cree fhould be fulfilled ; and authorifed the levying of contri- 
butions, in order to defray their own expences ; thus exhibit- 
ing a more arbitrary and oppreffive conduct, even than thof« 
whom they affedted to call defpots* who had on feveral occa* 
fions refpedted the conftitution of thofe cities which they had 
invaded, and who had left the different clades of citizens in 
pofleffion of their privileges. But he fhould now *ead to tho 

Ffa 
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Houfe, a paper in which this country was dill more deeply in- 
tercfted. lie then proceeded to read, a tranflation of the report 
of the French Minilter, on the lituation of France with refpedt 
to England. Upon that paflTage which mentions the recipro- 
city of good difpolitions between the people of the two na- 
tions, he remarked that this was a ferious fa£t which deferved 
to be attended to. This report, he obferved, mentions agents 
not acknowledged by the Court, whom they kept in England: 
there was one Miniiler whom he knew, M. Chauvelin, who 
had been Minilter from the King of France, but who confe- 
quently was not now acknowledged. With refpeft to the 
Minifters having had communications with any fuch agents, 
it might be neceffary, from political caufes, for Minifters to 
have communications with the worft charaifters ; but furely 
that thefe agents were numerous, was matter of ferious alarm, 
while the nature of their million, and the purpofes for which 
they are employed, remained unknown. What anfwer does 
the French Minifter give to the arguments employed by our 
Court againft the opening of the Scheldt? Their anfwer is 
founded on the rights of nature and on the principles of juftice 
and liberty, which the French nation have confecrated ; the 
enly confecration, he remarked, which they had made. When 
our Miniilcrs a Hedged the pofitive engagements of treaty, it 
was replied, treaties extorted by avarice, and confented to by 
defpotifm, were no longer binding. So by this means they got 
rid of the law of nations, and the obligation of treaties. On 
the paflage which relates to their intention of making a folemn 
appeal to the Englifli nation, he remarked that they patted by 
the King, the only reprefentative which this country knew in 
its tranfa< 5 tions with foreign powers. This was exactly con- 
formable to the fpirit of their decree of the 19th of December,' 
which has a direct tendency to excite rebellion among the fub- 
je&s of every Government. The conduct of the French, he 
remarked, in levying contributions on thole people whom they 
had deprived of all their privileges, on pretext of defraying 
their own expences, refembled that of an Attorney who Ihould 
bring in a bill of colts after he had (tripped his client of all his 
property. From this account of expences, he trufted they 
Would deduct the thousand pair of (hoes which had been lent 
them from England as a firft fubiidy, from thofe who wilbed 
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to adopt their conftitution in this country. The French when 
they were flaves had wooden (hoes — now that they are free 
they have no (hoes at all; The liberality of their Englilh 
friends however promifes to fupply the defeat. He defied any 
one to mention instances of fuch cxcelfes under any defpotifm 
in fo Ihort a fpace of time, as had taken place under this new 
Government of French freedom. During thirty years of the 
reign of the Emprefs of Ruflia, there had not been committed 
fo many cruelties as had been perpetrated in France within 
one week. No fuch inftances of arbitrary imprifonment had 
occurred under the reign of the K ing of Prulfia, as might be 
found in the transactions of every French municipality. Every 
man's houfe was his baftile, and nothing in the old Government 
could be found to equal the atrocity of thofe proceedings, 
which had taken place under the fan&ion of tfie new Govern- 
ment of French freedom. 

Mr. Burke next advested to the fyflem of alheifm, as now 
avowed in France. To prove this, he quoted fevcral paflages 
from a fpeech of one Jacob Dupont, to the National Conven- 
tion, in which he denied the exigence of God, and declared 
that the people would never be thoroughly ripe for the “ holy 
** doctrines of infurreftion, and oppofition to tyranny,” if in 
the primary fcliools^ the riling generation ihould be taught any 
thing about God. He concluded, that the Chriftian religion 
being a monarchical one, .preaching (objection and obedience to 
God, ought not to be fuffered in a repiiblic ; and that all ih^ 
altars railed to religion, and to the Almighty, ought to be 
overturned, and none futfered to exill in France, but the 
** Altar of Liberty,” the lacred “ Tree of Liberty.” When 
foine murmurs were heard in the AlTembly, on account of this 
abominable do&rine, they were drowned by the loud appl^ufe 
of the majority of the Members. This daring man obferving, 
that fome people might imagine that a prieft might be ufeful to 
a man in his laft moments, that fome people might imagine, 
that, a prieft, in the fame lituation, might be ddirable to 
adminifter fpiritual confolation ; this he denied ; and to fuch 
people he would point out Condorcet clofing the eyes of 
d’Alembert ; in other words, one atheift clofing the eyes of 
anpther. He faid, that the brave Marfeillois would not have 
been fo well qualified for the glorious deed; of the iptfr of Au- 
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guft, if they had had the weak nets to believe in the exigence 
of a God. The man who uttered thefe blafphemies, fo far 
from having been di (avowed by the Aflembly, was appointed 
one of a Committee inftituted for the purpofe of drawing up a 
plan for national education ; and the only difference of opinion 
among the Members of the Convention was, which plan of 
education would be moft ccconomical, that which profcribcd 
the exigence of a God, or that which admitted it. . Mr. 
Burke defcribed the benefits which fociety in general derived 
from the morality founded upon the belief of the exigence of 
God, and the comforts which individuals felt in leaving this 
world, in the hope of enjoying happinefs in the next. He 
mentioned the church of St. Genevieve at Paris, one of the 
fineft buildings in the world, which was now called the French 
Pantheon, becaufe all the ftatues of the ancient Gods and he- 
roes of antiquity were to be taken from Rome, and depofited 
in that famous temple ; there ft rangers from all quarters were 
to be inftru£ted in the beft mode of deftroying the Government 
and religion of their refpeftive countries ; there they were to be 
taught how to lead on men imperceptibly from crime to crime, 
from murder to murder. The philofophers of old ufed to ap- 
ply, the origin of every thing to God — a 'Jove principium. But 
the modern French philofophers would begin by faying that 
every thing had been made by nothing ; and that the idea of 
a God was weak, childifh and abfurd, and unbecoming a true 
republican. The trees of liberty were to be the only altars 
before which the nations were to kneel. 

** And all about old ftockes and ftubs of trees. 

Whereon nor fruit nor leaf was ever feen. 

Did hang upon the ragged rocky knees. 

On which had many wretches hanged beene, 

Whofe carcafes were fcattered on the greene, 

And throwne about the cliffs.” 

(Spencer's Fairy Queeney Canto, qth.) 

Thefe trees of liberty, he doubted not, would foon be with- 
out fruit or leaf ; and it would foon be faid, that on them 
“ Had many wretches hanged beene.” 

Thus after having brought fo many calamities on individuals, 
they wiflied to deprive them of their laft confolation j they 
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wiflied to deprive the pious and penitent of their foie refuge, 
and if poflible to extinguilh the idea that there is a God who 
will punifti tyrants and oppreflbrs, and who will reward and 
comfort fuffering virtue. Thus, after having made men mi- 
ferable in life, they wilhed alfoto make them defpair in death, 
and confign them to all the horrors of a gloomy annihilation. 
Such were the principles upon which they were to form their 
youth, and train them to the commiflion of crimes, by taking 
away from them the fulutary reftraints of religion. For his 
part, Mr. Burke faid, he was determined to wage eternal war 
with this abominable principle, which would drive morality out 
of the world, and cut afunder the bonds which unite man to 
man, and the creatures to their Creator ! 

Adverting laftly to the bill immediately before the Houle, 
he faid, he would give it his molt cordial fupport, as being 
calculated to keep out of England thofe murderous atheifts, 
who would pull down the State and Church ; religion and 
God ; morality and happinefs. The extraordinary power 
which it would give Mi miters was neceflary, and even proved 
that the people who gave it were free ; for if the Crown poflelT- 
ed fuch power in time of peace, it would be too great for li- 
berty ; and if they had not more in time of w r ar than was ne- 
eeflary in time of peace, they would not have enough for the 
public l'afety. Where the Crown had its power enlarged or 
diminilhed by the people, according to times and circum- 
ftances, here the people could not be jullly faid to live under 
defpotifm, but to be perfectly free. It had been faid on a for- 
- mer occafion that thpre were only nineteen perfons at prefent in 
the kingdom likely to be affe£ted by the bill ; but when it w r as 
confidered that they were murderers and athcills, the number 
might be faid to be very great; they exceeded by many the 
whole of the Royal fami’y, whom they might perhaps be com- 
mi (Honed to murder. Befides they might take apprentices to 
the trade of blood ; and then God only could tell where their 
numbers would end. The perfons by whom fo many murders 
were committed in France never exceeded two hundred ; though 
their alii Hants and abettors amounted to many thoufands ; but 
thofe believed that there was no God ; and therefore people 
ought not to be at their eafe becaufe we had at prefent only 
nineteen of them among us. He mentioned the circumftanee 
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of 3000 daggers having been befpoke at Birmingham by an 
Engl ifh man, of. which 70 had been delivered. It was not af- 
Certained how many of thefe were to be exported, 'and how 
many were intended for home confumption [Here Mr. Burke 
drew out a dagger which he had kept concealed, and with 
much vehemence of acVion threw it on the floor.] This, faid 
he, pointing to the dagger, is what you arc to gain by an alli- 
ance with France : wherever their principles are introduced, 
their practice mull alfo follow: you muft guard againft their 
principles ; you mud proferibe their perfons. He then held 
the dagger. up to public view, which he faid never could have 
been intended for fair and open war, but folely for murderous 
purpofes. “ It is my object/’ faid he, to keep the French 
infe£tion from this country ; their principles from our minds, 
&nd their daggers from our hearts. I vote for this bill, be- 
caufe I conflder it the means of having faved my life and all 
bur lives, from the hands of aflailins ; I vote for it, becaufe it 
will break the abominable fyftem of the modern Pantheon, and 
prevent the introdu&ion of French principles and of French 
daggers. When they Anile, I fee blood trickling dow’n their 
face ; I fee their infldious purpofes ; I fee that the object of all 
Cajoling is — blood ! I now warn my country to beware of 
thofe execrable philofophers, whofe only object is to deftroy 
every thing that is good here, and eftablifli immorality and 
murder by precept and example. 

“ Hie niger eji y hunc tu Roma tie cave to.” 

Mr. J. T. STANLEY rofe, and ex prefled his approbation ' 
of the bill on the table, though aware of the tmufual power it 
would convey, if pafled, to the executive Government. The 
circumftances of the time, he obferved, required fuch power 
to be given : they were extraordinary circumflances, and he 
was furprifed that they had been confidered R> very differently 
by different people, and that on the fubje£t of the bill there 
was notan unanimity of opinion. 

Thofe gentlemen who apprehended danger or inconveniences 
in the palling of the bill, fhould well weigh in their minds, 
againft them, the danger and inconveniences which might arife 
if no fuch bill were pafled. Ought the executive Government, 
he would afk, to remain, in fuch times as the prefent, without; 
a power of controlling foreigners, and of guarding againft their 
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defigns ? , Could any gentelman fay, on his honour, he be- 
lieved that the continuance of fo many foreigners as were in 
the country, uncontrolled, was without danger ? It was noto- 
rious, there were among them f >me, who had come from the 
Continent for the foie purpofe of doing mifehief here, of ex- 
citing difeontent, and of purchafing, if they could, amongft 
our own people, abettors of their deligns. Within a few days 
of the time he was fpeaking, Mr. Stanley faid, members of the 
a&ual Convention of France had been in town. Was it to be 
fuppofea-( knowing, as the Houle did, the principles of that 
Convention) that fuch men had abandoned their ftations to pay 
us a vifit, for good purpofes ? There had been allalfins in Lon- 
don ; they ftill remained in it. The fame who had been em- 
ployed at Paris on the drcadfully-memorable fecond of Septem- 
ber. Was it a. matter of no importance, whether fuch men 
remained in this country, or were lent out of it ? Mr. Stanley 
faid, he thought it a fubjeCt of infinite importance ; and with 
as much carneltnefs as a right honourable Member (Mr. Burke) 
had done, he thanked the Miniflcr for the bill. But it was 
one only of many mcafurcs for which he thanked him ; it was 
one of a fyftem of meafures which, Mr. Stanley allerted, in 
his belief, had ferve.d the country from deltruCtion. 

He faid, that with refpc£l to the bill, more particularly con- 
fidered, the power it would give lliould be exercifed with the 
grcatelt attention. The foreigners, over whom fo much power 
was intended to be given, were of very different descriptions - 
many of them were undoubtedly men deferving of punifhmeut 
and fevere treatment ; but others were in a great degree de- 
ferving of protection, kindntfs, and hofpitality. Thefe laft 
were the reverfe of thole, who at prefent governing France, 
were fo jultly the objects of execration.* They were the op - 
p relied, the others were the opprcffoYs. , They were exiled, 
unfortunate gentlemen, who came to England, as to their laft 
afylum, to efcape perfecution. They were whatever France 
had poiTefTed that was virtuous and dignified ^ they adored the 
God ythe others had abjured. They were the devoted victims 
whofe hearts were to be pierced with thexlaggers the others 
were to wield. Over men fo different, fo differently circum- 
ftanced, the power given was to be differently cxercifed ; and 
Mr. Stanley faid, he was fure the Houfe would join with him,- 
Voi. XXXIV, Gg 
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when he recommended to the protection of the Minifter, aclafs 
of foreigners, in fo many rcfpe&s the contrary of thefe emiffa- 
ries who were fent here to plot mifehief and foment rebellion, 
and would with him confider them as a truft committed to hi* 
care ; and that with them was committed to him the duty of 
maintaining the chara&er of benevolence, which Engl ifh men 
had acquired, and in which they fo juftly gloried. 

But to have faid fo much, that appeared like pleading in fa- 
vour of thefe unfortunate foreigners, to have thus recommend- 
ed them to the attention of Minifters, was perhaps having paid 
an ill and undeferved compliment to the goodnefs of their hearts, 
and that required fome apology. He would plead in excuf'e, 
he faid, an illiberal language he had heard in many companies, 
refpecting the French emigrants. They were all indilcrimi- 
nately called enemies ; and with an unpardonable levity, men 
permitted themfelvcs to fay, that none, however diftreiled, how- 
ever hoftile, or oppolite in principle to the prevailing opinions 
in France, were either to be received into this country,- or 
treated with kindnefs when in it. They ought not, it was faid, 
to be allowed to remain in it ; they were Frenchmen ; it was 
a reafon fufficient for them to be fent away. If it was afked, 
whither they fhould go ? how they fhould go ? it was anfwcred, 
any where, any how, provided they did but go. Such lan- 
guage* Mr. Stanley faid, was inhuman ; it did neither honour 
to thofe who ufed it, or to the country in which it was ufed ; 
and yet it had been common, or he would not have thought it 
deferving of his attention. Would men, Englifhmen, drive 
their fellow-creatures into the fea for prote£lion i and if kind- 
nefs were refuted thefe exiles, to where beyond the fea could 
they go ? He had rifen to reprobate fuch language, and, in a 
public manner, to prevent, if he could, the impreffion it might 
make on the minds of thofe, who, from a want of reflexion, 
were eafily influenced by any language they were expofed to 
hear often. It was the duty of every man, he thought, to 
check early prejudices that might fpread againft a number of 
diftrefled, haplefs ft rangers, unfeelingly and thoughtlefsly clafled 
with the moil worthlefs of their countrymen. 

Having faid thus much, Mr. Stanley faid, the obje& for 
which he had rifen had been accomplilhed ; but he could not 
^refrain, before he fat down# from congratulating the Houfe oji 
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the unanimity of fentiment, in many refpe&s* which prevailed 
in it, and in the count ry ; for the exceptions to the prevailing 
fentiment were. few. If we were to be expofed to conteft 
with France, it promifed us fuccefs. On a great occaOon 
like the prefent, it was glorious to fee all differences of opinion 
on fubordinate fubje&s laid afide, and men, accuftomed to 
oppofe each other in politics, uniting their efforts againfl the 
common enemies of the State ; and the opponents of Miniftry 
exerting their endeavours to ftrengthen Government, and en- 
able it to meet fuccefsfully its prefent difficulties. So many 
refpeftable leaders of the oppofite party ceafing, at this critical 
period, to cavil with the meafures of the executive Govern- 
ment, when an obftru£tion to them might be fatal to the fafety 
of the country, reminded him of Shakefpeare’s words, with 
which, Mr. Stanley faid, he would conclude : 

“ Now thefe our princes are come home again, 

“ Come the three corners of the world in arms, 

* c And we fhall fhock them. Nought (hall make us rue, 

“ If England to herfelf will be but true.” 

The bill was then read a fecond time, and committed for 
Monday next. The Houfe adjourned. 


Monday , 31 ft December. 

The order of the day for going into a Committee upon the 
Alien bill being read, and the queflion being put, that the 
Speaker do now leave the chair. 

Sir PETER BURRELL faid, that he role upon a probabi- 
lity that the prefent bill, the principle of which feemed to be 
unanimoufly approved, and the neceffity of which was only 
denied by a few, would not be much oppofed. He confidered 
himfelf as particularly bound to rife upon the prefent occafion, 
as he differed in opinion with thofe with whom he had been ac- 
cuftomed to a£t, and efpecially with one right honourable gen- 
tleman (Mr. Fox), for whofe great abilities he entertained the 
higheft refpe£t, . and of the purity of whofe motives he could 
not harbour the fmalleft doubt. As he, however, not only ap- 
proved of the principle of the bill, but confidered it as a mea- 
fure highly neceffary in the prefent period, and fully juftified 
by the exifting circumftances, he now rofe to ftate the ground 
of this difference of fentiment, and vindicate the motives of 

9 s * 
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his reparation from thofe with whom he had formerly agreed in 
opinion. •fie fhould make no apology for not having given any 
previous intimation of this difference which he now avowed, 
as he had had no private converfation on 'the lubjedt, nor was 
he bound by any intimacy to make fuch communication. He 
confidered himfelf as now only a fling as a public man, as 
called upon by the duty which he owed in that capacity to come 
forward and avow thofe fentiments which, he really entertain- 
ed-, and adopt that line of conduct which he conceived to be 
tpoft conducive to the public welfare. In the prefent fituation 
of affairs, where the exifting circumftances upon which he 
founded his approbation of the bill were fo plain and notorious, 
it was unnecefrary for him to go into any enumeration. The 
quefiion now was not who fhould govern, but whether there 
ihould be any Government at ail ; not who fhould be Minifter, 
but whether there fhould be *a Miniftry. While we were 
quarrelling about the fhadow, the French were endeavouring 
To deprive us of the fub'lance. Had gentlemen really confi- 
dered the nature of the quell ion ? The fort of war which the 
F rcnch carried on, was a war not of infiilt, but of extirpation. 
It was a war which had for its obje& to ere£t their own fyf- 
tem on the ruins of every other Government. It became ne- 
ceflary, then, that the French fhould be acquainted with the 
real flate of the fentiments of the People of this country, that 
titty might know how little they had to hope from the progrefs 
of their do£trines in this quarter. This elF;£t he thought the 
prefent bill calculated to produce. And here he begged leave 
to call the attention of the Houfe to the new articles of that 
now law of nations which the French had thought proper to 
fet up. Inltru6lions were given to their generals in all thofe 
countries which their armies fhould enter, to deprive of all * 
their immunities the privileged orders and their fatellites. 
This phrafe, which they had introduced, of fatellites, gave a 
broad fcope for the exercife itf this arbitrary privation. Now, 
the poffelfion of property ha confidered as one of thofe privi- 
leges of which they were to be deprived. People in this coun- 
try* .might hefitate to believe that by this decree they intended a 
general conftication of all property ; but let them look to their 
pia&ice, that would bell explain their meaning. They ^men- 
tioned the degree of poverty which fhould entitle the inhabi- 
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tants to an exemption from this privation of privileges : they 
argued that under the Government which they introduced 
there was no occafion for property ; and, provided they adopt- 
ed a fyilem contrary to all their former principles and opi- 
nions, generoufly allowed them to continue poor. To what 
purpofe had they laid down declarations, to which they had on 
no occafion (hewn any inclination to adhere ? There were one 
or two circumftances relative to French affairs which he 
thought had not been fu fficiently urged, and to which he begged 
to call the attention of the Hcufc. He would firft remark the 
different gradations of French freedom, the progrefs which had 
taken place from one extreme to another. It had been the fate 
of every patriot, however wild in his notions of liberty, to be 
confidered as a favourer of defpotifm by another ftill wilder 
than himfelf. Hence one extreme had been followed up by 
another without end. All who were in any degree moderate irk 
their fentiments had been doomed to poverty, exile, and death. 
Intriofic worth had been the object of unrelenting perfecution. 
The man who planted the tree of liberty with one hand, held 
in his other hand a dagger to ftab any who fhould differ from 
him in opinion. What, in the firft inftance, had been liberty 
recovered, had terminated in the eftablifhment of the moft 
complete anarchy. He was not afraid that any of the confe- 
quenccs of this frightful difordcr fhould reach this country; he 
was too well allured from the difpofitions of the people, and 
the fpirit of attachment which had difeovered itfelf to the 
Conflitutiop. Bu|t he confidered the prefent bill as a meafure 
calculated to maintain tranquillity and confidence. By vigo- 
rous meafures of preparation, accompanied with a fpirit of 
unanimity, we fhould beft provide againft whatever might hap- 
pen, and whatever part we fhould be compelled to take, would 
be enabled to a£l with advantage. On this account he highly 
approved of the prefent bill, as putting into the hands of the 
Crown a power fully warranted" by the prefent crifis, and the 
exercife of which might be attended with the moil falutary 
confequences. 

Sir GILBERT ELLIOT faid, that although he was not 
fure he was in prder, he took that opportunity to do- that 
which, if proper to be done at all, fhould be done without de- 
lay. On a former occafion he expreflqd feme things in which 
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he had the honour of claiming the concurrence of many, and 
more particularly that of a noble perfon, (the Duke of Port- 
land) in which he had no doubt he Was diflindlly authorized. 
He was now very deli reus that no error fliould arife from that 
flatement. It was a particular line of conduct which he con- 
lidered it his duty to follow, which he then Hated, and which 
• he then faid he would follow if he flood alone. The opinion 
he exprelfed was precifely this: That it was the duty of every 
.man, in and out of Parliament, in the prefent fituation of af- 
fairs, to afford the government a fair and honourable fupport 
in' defending the Conflitution. That was the fentiment he 
expreffed; and which, in his own mind, he faid, he had no 
doubt was a fentiment in which he had the approbation of that 
noble perfon. This was all he expreffed, or intended to ex- 
prefs. He underflood, however, that others had underllood 
him differently : what his own intentions were he knew, and his 
friends knew ; others knew how they underllood him ; but that 
fubje£l ought not to be left in doubt ; and therefore he had faid 
thus much to remove it. He alfo underflood from fome, 
that from what he had faid on that occafion, he conveyed to 
them an. idea that the noble perfon alluded to had given his ap- 
probation to all the fentiments which he (Sir Gilbert) exprefied 
that night. That was not his intention. He declared his 
opinion upon the fubje&, and he faid he would not difguife 
his feelings from himfelf, nor would he difguife them from 
the Houfe ; but he did not wifh to fav that f'uch were the feel- 
ings of any other perfon. That no doubt might remain upon 
that point, he begged leave to refer to what he did fay on that 
part of the fubjc£t alfo. He faid that he had reflected on the 
opinion of the right honourable gentleman, (Mr. Fox) and 
others who had adled with him ; he faid, that comparing thefe 
with his own opinion upon the flate of this country, he could 
not difguife from himfelf, that the difference -was too great 
for him to hope for a general concurrence, while things re- 
mained in the flate they were in at prefent. Thefe were the 
fentiments which he then expreffed. He did not underfland 
that any other man in that Houfe gave his full approbation to 
thefe fentiments. He did not intend to fay, nor did he fay, 
that the noble perfon alluded to went to the full extent of ap- 
proving all he had faid upon that fubje£t. He had no inten- 
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tion to fay fo ; he thanked God for it. To the right honour- 
able gentleman, (Mr, Fox) indeed, thele things were of no 
importance, but to him (Sir Gilbert) they certainly were of 
moment. It was an eafe to his mind to declare his opinion, 
and to explain this matter, in which he had been underftood. 
Indeed, the fenfe he had of the importance of his public 
duty, he would fay again, would make him fpeak his mind, 
even if he flood alone ; and that duty called upon him, in his 
opinion, to confide in His Majefly's Miniftcrs, on this occa- 
fion, tofupport the Conililution. This was all he had to fay 
at prefent. If from any thing that might be faid by any other 
perfon, he fhotild think a farther explanation neceftary, he 
hoped the Houfe would be plcafed to indulge him with a 
hearing. 

The MARQUIS of TITCHFIELD faid, it was with 
great pleafure that he had heard what had juft fallen from his 
honourable friend (Sir G. Elliot) who, in expreffing the fenti- 
ments of others as well as his own, did not feem to have faid 
any thing in which he could not readily concur. His Loid- 
fhip faid, he agreed that the circumftances of the country were 
in the higheft degree critical, and in fuch circumftances thofe 
who were as little inclined to think well of the prefent Admi- 
niftration as himfelf, might be difpofed to fuch a conduit in 
fome inftances, as at other times they would not be inclined to 
purfue. His political fentiments and attachments remained 
the fame that they had ever been. His opinion'of the gentle- 
men who compofed the prefent Adminiftration, was in no re«- 
fpelt altered. But he felt the dangers which furrounded us» 
and the neceftity, in that cafe, of giving to Government fuch 
fupport as might enable it to alt with effelt ; a fupport, there- 
fore, directed to that effelt, and governed by thofe confidera- 
tions, was that which he meant diftinltly to give them. The 
bill under confideration he conceived to be one of thofe mea- 
fures, and therefore it fhould have his fupport. But in de- 
claring thofe intentions, which, as he had already faid, were 
formed on his opinion of the crifis in which the country 
flood — a crifis which he muft attribute, in a great meafure, to 
the mifcondult of the prefent Minifters — his Lordfhip added, 
that he could not too explicitly declare, that in no other refpedl 
could he give them any (hare of his {confidence -; and that he 
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could not too openly avow his attachment to thole political 
principles and connections, with which he had the happinefs 
of entering into public life, and to which it was his lincere 
with for ever to adhere. 

Sir M. W. RIDLEY paid feveral hand fame compliments 
to the Members of Opposition for their abilities and integrity. 
He obfcrved, that he had frequently a died with them, and had 
no doubt that he Ihould again ; but the reafon why he fupported 
the prefent meafure was, becaufe he thought the country and 
the Conftitution in fome degree in danger, and he thought the 
prefent bill had fome provifions to p rote 61 the State. This 
Jine of condudt, on this particular meafure, was totally inde- 
pendent of any fyftem of political conne6lion ; and he. felt no 
regret in purfuing it, except that thofe with whom he ufually 
a6ted Ihould not fee it in the fame light as he did. He thought 
no apology neceflary for difcharging what he conceived to be a 
public duty. 

Mr. FOX obferved, he Ihould trouble the Houfe but with a 
very few words. What he chiefly had to oblerve was on what 
had been exprefled by a noble Marquis in the courfe of this 
debate. He thought it rather un neceflary to take much notice 
of what had been exprefled on the feelings of others on a for- 
mer day. The whole fubje6l had been explained by the noble 
Marquis with fo much propriety, dignity, and perfpiciiity, that 
he could not entertain a doubt upon his principles and fenii- 
ments. He had fo properly come forward to flate his opinion 
as a Member of that Houfe, (which by the way was more re- 
gular than alluding to the opinion of other perfons who were 
not Members) that no doubt could now remain ; all that he 
had to fay on that fubje6t was, that he concurred entirely with 
the noble Marquis in everything he had faid this night, except 
the approbation of the prefent bill. There might be fome ex- 
planation upon that fubje6t in the Committee ; he therefore 
only faid, that the Committee might, perhaps, be the proper 
ilage for him. to deliver his thoughts upon the fubje£L At 
prefent, he muft confefs, he was not ready to give his aflent 
to the bill. He was not furprifed that there was a difference 
of opinion between the noble Marquis and himfelf upon the 
prefent bill. They had formed different opinions on the Rate 
of the country : the noble Marquis had thought the country in 
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danger, and therefore Very properly thought that the executive 
power Ihould be ftrengthened, and voted for the prefent bill. 
He, on the contrary, was not aware of fuch danger, and faw 
no neceflity for the bill, and therefore, when the cafe was thus 
explained, it was not furprifing that they differed in opinion. 
He then obferved, that what fell from the honourable Baronet 
(Sir Peter Burrell) was fair and manly, and he hoped and trail- 
ed the Houfe would do him the juftice to believe that he never 
had been accuftomed to require any thing like an apology from 
any who formerly agreed, and afterwards differed from him in 
opinion ; fuch a difpofition was oppofite to the whole tenor of 
his life. 

The bill now before the Houfe mnft, he apprehended, be 
difcufled on two grounds. The fir ft was, “ Whether any' 
** danger does exift in this country r” If that was determined 
in the negative, there would be an end of the bill : if in the 
affirmative, then, fecondly, “ Whether the prefent bill cori- 
** tains provifions for the proper remedy for fuch danger ? ” — 
The prefent was not a queftion of general fupport of Admini- 
ftration, as had been very erroneoufly ft a ted : it was whether 
any thing was neceflary in the prefent cafe ; and if any thing 
was neceflary, “ Whether the prefent bill was adapted to the 
** end propofed r ” He was ready to fay, that if the circum- 
ftances of the time were fuch as Minifters defcribed them to 
be, it would be neceflary for him to fupport Government, and 
he would fupport Government if there was really danger in 
this country. He was always ready to fupport Government 
when he thought it wanted fupport. As a proof of this, he 
had given his vote for the augmentation' both of the army and 
navy this year. He had done that becaufe he believed this 
country was threatened with external danger. But he did not 
believe that there was any internal danger, and therefore it was 
that he oppofed the prefent bill. If Minifters would provf 
the internal danger to exift, he would confider himfelf hound 
to vote for the prefent bill. This was all he had at prefent to 
lay upon the fubjedt before the Houfe. He was happy, how- 
ever, to have it in ftiis power to obferve, that there was no 
other difference in opinion between the noble Marquis* and 
others with whom he a died, and himfelf, than that which arofe 
from the prefent bill ; that could not make any real difference 
Vol. XXXIV. Hh 
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of opinion generally between thofe who were, and had long 
been connected, not only by the ties of private friendihip, but 
by common principles and fenfe of public duty. 

' Mr. Chancellor PITT obferved, that he believed he could 
fave the Houfe fome time, which was by* obfeiving, that the 
better wav would be to pals the bill through the Committee 
to-night, and receive the report, and as the right honourable 
gentleman’s obje£tions were to the bill generally, to hear them 
on the third reading. 

Colonel HARTLEY obferved, that he had often withheld 
his confidence from Minifters, bccaufe he faw no ground laid 
down for his giving it. But as he believed the country to be 
at this time in danger, whatever opinion he might have of Ad- 
miniftration, he thought he could not do better than confide in 
them in the prefent inftance, and to give his a (Tent to the pre- 
fent bill. When the danger was over, the Houfe would ex- 
pert Minifters to give a very good account of the whole pro- 
ceedings, and if they did not fatisfy the Houfe, proper fteps 
could be taken to exprefs difapprobation ; but at prefent, un- 
der all circumftances, he was for pafiing the bill now before 
the Houfe, as the beft meafure that could be adopted. 

The Houfe then refolved itfelf into a Committee ; Mr. 
Serjeant Watfon in the chair. 

Mr. SHERIDAN propofed to exempt ladies from the re- 
ftri&ions of the bill, which he faid would not defeat the object 
of it, and would (hew that the age of chivalry was not gone in 
this country, whatever might have become of it any where 
clfe. 

Mr. BURKE faid, that if the ladies would lay afide the 
modern fpirit of chivalry, he fhould have no obje£lion ; but 
that fuch ladies as attended Mr. Dumourier, and the other un- 
breeched heroes of France, were as dangerous as any of the 
perfons that the bill was meant to provide againft. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. FOX exprefled his defire to know what was the nature 
of the banifliment. Was it to be a tranfportation to Botany 
Bay, or elfewhere ? and under what circumftances was it to be 
enforced ? „ 

Mr. PITT explained, in a few words, the particular cir- 
Cumftances to which the banilhment was to apply. 
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The MASTER OF THE ROLLS ftated, that the nature 
of the banifhment was to depend on His Majefty’s plcafure. 

Mr. COURTENAY, after the reading of the fecond claufe, 
which provides againft the importation, by foreigners, of arms, 
ammunition, &c., moved that the wards “ or her ” fhould be 
introduced after the word “ his.” He faid, that, confidering 
the great alarm and terror which gentlemen feemed to labour 
under of the prowefs of the French ladies, he muft appeal to 
the Houfe whether his amendment was not ncceflary — that 
fome gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe fhould be 
alarmed at the attacks of the fair fex he was not furprifed ; but 
that a certain right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) fhould 
diredt his attacks againft them aftonifhed him, confidering the 
country that gave him birth, the attachment of whofe natives 
to the fair fex was fo finely defcribed by the Poet : 

“ From Dublin, fam’d in legends of romance, 

“ For mighty magic of enchanted lance, 

“ With which her heroes, arm’d, vidlorious prove, 

“ And rufh like torrents o’er the land of Love.” 

The confternation and terror of thofe Amazons had fprcad 
like a contagion through the town, and feized the Board of 
Aldermen, who, in the excefs of their panic and patriotifm, 
became volunteers, and doubtlefs would ftrike equal terror into 
the French, for he muft confider them as valiant foldiers, pof- 
feffing, as they did, fo much wealth ; for certainly, if not able' 
to fight, they were able to buy the whole French army. A 
good man on ’Change meant a rich man. If a rich man and 
a good man were fynonimous, he thought the valiant man and, 
a rich man muft be fo too. And by this reafoning it was con- 
clufive, that the honourable Board of Ordnance were brave 
foldiers. He faid, that, exclufive of the fafety of the nation, 
he had another point in view in this motion, which was the 
Stocks ; for he was certain that if the amendment he propofed 
for depriving the French emigrant ladies of their arms was not 
adopted, the fear of them would have an unhappy effelt upon 
the funds, and they would certainly fall 10 per cent. He faid he 
would make no apology to his right honourable friends (as other 
gentlemen had done) for fupporting the Miniftcr in this in- 
fiance, and adling conformably; to the dictates of his coa- 
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fcience ; he thought apologies of that fort were an infult to the 
dignity of the Houfe. 

Mr. DRAKE was offended at the honourable gentleman’s 
levity, and launched into a warm declaration of his fenfe of 
the importance of the crifis, and his love for the people. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL admitted the propriety of 
the amendment, and it was adopted. 

General SMITH, after declaring that he approved of the 
principle of the bill, defired to know whether or not it was • 
meant to deprive officers of their arms. He had a reprefenta- 
tion from three officers who had been deprived of their irms at 
the Cuflom Houfe. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, the arms brought by aliens into 
this country were not to be forfeited, but to be at the difpofal 
of the Crown, and in all fit cafes they would be returned. 
He fliould thank the honourable General, if, in another place, 
he would give him the names of the officers who had applied 
to him. 

On the paffport claufe a difficulty arofe about the interpre- 
tation of the words l( alien merchant,” and it was agreed that 
it fhould be defined in the bill by a claufe to be added on the 
report. 

On the claufe which empowers the Secretary of State to fend 
any alien out of the kingdom on fufpicion, 

Mr. SHERIDAN, fupported by Mr. Baker, propofed to 
except all who were refident in the kingdom before January, 
1792, as the fufpicions on which the bill was founded were 
not faid to extend but to thofe who had come into the kingdom 
fince that period. 

To this it was anfwered, that aliens who had refided in the 
kingdom for fome time were the perfons with whom aliens, 
coming into the kingdom with evil defigns, would mod natu- 
rally conned! themfclves. 

Mr. Alderman WATSON faid, that alien merchants, who 
had been long refident in the kingdom, were, to his know- 
ledge, among the mod dangerous perfons. 

This gave rife, to a difeuffion on the King’s prerogative to 
fend aliens out of the kingdom, however long they may have 
pcen refident in it. 
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. Mr. MITFORD and Mr. WlGLEY feemed to confider 
the prerogative as undoubted. 

The SOLICITOR GENERAL had no doubt of the pre- 
rogative to prevent aliens from coming into the country ; the 
more he confidered the prerogative to fend aliens out of the 
country, the lefs doubt he entertained ; and did he imagine that 
the prefent bill tended to furrpnder that prerogative, he would 
not confent to it. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, this was a confideration of im- 
portance, and would be better debated on the report. 

Several amendments, in point of form, were made ; the At- 
torney General brought up feveral additional claufes ; the re- 
port was received, and ordered to be taken into confideration 
to-morrow. 

Tuefday , i ft "January . 

There not being, at 4 o’clock, a fufficient number of Mem- 
bers prefent to make a Houfe, an adjournment of courfe took 
place. 

TVedneJday , 'id January . 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS rofe, to call the attention of the 
-Houfe to a fubjeft which would certainly be confidered of 
material importance : he meant the late rainy feafon in the 
North of Scotland, and the confequent fcarcity of grain, but 
more particularly of fuel. It was no lefs true, than lament- 
able, that from want of coals in that part of the country, the 
labour of the poorer clafs of people was conftantly employed, 
during the whole fummer, in providing fuel for the winter. — 
But the late wet feafon had, in a great meafure, deftroyed the 
only means they had of providing fuel : he therefore rofe to 
give notice, that he meant foon after the adjournment, to 
bring forward a motion for leave to bring in a bill to allow 
coal in Scotland to be carried coaftways, without paying the 
prefent legal duties. And he hoped this might be done, 
withoat occafioning any defalcation in the revenue, as another 
tax might be impofed on fome other article to produce that 
fum, and the burden of which would not be felt ; as, in fa£t, 
the prefent high duties operated nearly to a prohibition, that 
he believed the annual revenue arifing from thefe duties, did 
not exceed io,oooL Mr. Dundas {aid, thefe confiderations 
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hacL determined him to bring the matter before Parliament; 
and in that view, in order to procure as full information as 
poflible, he had written an official letter before he left Scot- 
land, to the Sheriffs of the different counties on the fubje& ; 
and he concluded with moving “ That there be laid before 
this Houfe, a copy of a letter written by His Majefty’s 
** principal Secretary of State for the home department, to the 
** Sheriffs ot the different counties in Scotland in November 
laft, refpe£ting the late har-veft and the different articles of . 
<( fuel, and aifo copies of the reports or anfwers received from 
** them.” 

Mr. ADAM role to give his moft hearty approbation to the 
motion of the right honourable Secretary fo far as it went.— 
The diftrefsful ftate of the North of Scotland with refpedl to 
the article of fuel was well known to every gentleman ac- 
quainted with that part of the country, and the prefent high 
and unequal duties on coal, had long been the fubje£l of gene- 
ral and juft complaint. He hoped, therefore, that the propo- 
rtion of the right honourable Secretary would not be confined 
to giving a temporary relief, but would go to the eftablifhing 
a proper permanent regulation. Mr. Adam then mentioned 
the effect of the lateharveft, with refpedt to grain, in the north- 
eaftern part of Scotland particularly, and ftated his opinion, 
that great part of the inconvenience that had arifen with re- 
fpe<St to that article, had originated from the operation of cer- 
tain claufes in the Corn bill paffed laft feflion, which threw a 
variety of difficulties and obftacles in the way of the convey- 
ance of grain from the eaftern to the weftern parts of Scot- 
land. 

Mr. HAWKINS BROWNE, though not perfonally 
connected with that part of the country, knew enough from 
information of the ftate of the North of Scotland, with refpe<9: 
.to fuel, to induce him heartily to concur in the motion. 

Mr. DUNDAS then moved, “ That there be Jaid before 
the Houfe, an account of the duties on coal carried coaft- 
ways in Scotland, for the laft three years, diftinguifhing each 
year, and down to the lateft period to which the account could 
Jbe made up.” Ordered. 

Mr. Dundas then begged leave to fay a few words on a fub- 
je& of the higheft importance, the trade to the Eaft Indies. 



DEBATES, 


A. 1793. 


2 39 


From the notice that had been given to the India Company, 
of the near approach of the expiration of their charter, this 
was a matter which of neceflity muft foon come before Parlia- 
ment. If no application Ihould be made to the Houfe by the 
Company, which polfibly might be done, he would of himfelf 
bring forward the bu finels. 

Mr. Dundas Hated that the Committee of Privy Council, 
for the confideration of matters relating to trade and planta- 
tions, had turned their fcrious attention to the fubjed, fo far 
as it was connected with the manufactures, exports, and trade 
of this country, and three reports from the Committee of Di- 
rectors of the Eaft- India Company had been laid before the 
Board of Trade. Mr. Dundas then mentioned the resolu- 
tions that had- been entered into on the fubjeCt, by the mer- 
chants of Liverpool and Glafgow : he faid, it was a fubjeCt of 
vaft magnitude, and that it included a variety of molt important 
objeCts, which behoved to be taken in a complex view, as it 
would be highly dangerous to con fide r any one particular 
branch of the fubjeCt feparately from the reft ; in this complex 
▼icw r , Mr. Dundas faid, it was intimately connected with the 
civil Government and commerce of this country, as well as 
involving the civil Government, revenue and trade of the Bri- 
tifh territory in India ; he faid, he did not know whether the 
abilities of the perfon on whom the burden of fo momentous a 
buflnefs would probably fall, were adequate to fo arduous a 
talk, but he could allure the Houfe that he had taken the ut- 
moft pains to colled every poilible information, and had ufed 
all his endeavours to make himfelf complete mailer of thefub- 
jed. He was chiefly anxious, be faid, that full and accurate 
information on this very important buflnefs fhould be laid be- 
fore this Houfe and the Public, and he by no means wilhed 
that the Eaft-Jndia Company's own account Ihould be taken. 
When fuch information lho.ultl be brought forward, he would 
rather be anxious that there Ihould be the fulleft difeuflion 
upon it, and he pledged himfelf not to make up his mind upon 
any particular fyftem, with refped to the regulation of the 
Government and trade of our Eaft-India territories, till he 
had heard every thing that could be urged on the fubjed. 

Mr. Dundas concluded with moving, “ That there be laid 
“ before this Houfe three feveral Reports of tjhe Committee of 
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Directors of the Ea ft- India Company to the Lords of the 
“ Committee of His Majefty’s Privy Council, for the regular 

44 tion of matters relative to Trade and Plantations.” 

Ordered. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS obTerved, that fome difference of 
Opinion had arifen upon the propriety of calling out and embo- 
dying the militia at this time ; but there could be but one opi- 
nion of their utility as a military power for the defence of the 
country. They had long been regarded fo, and often drawn 
out in the fouthern part of this kingdom ; and it appeared to 
him proper that the northern part fhould be under the fame 
protection. He had nothing to bring forward at prefent on 
that fubjedt ; he fhould only fay now, that it did not appear to 
him that any good rcafon could be given why that part of the 
kingdom fhould be deprived of that conftitutional mode of de- 
fence which had been found fo beneficial in this. 

A gentleman from the India Houfe then produced at the bar 
the reports moved for by Mr. Secretary Dundas. They were 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The order of the day for receiving the report of the Com- 
mittee of the whole Houfe upon the Alien bill being read, and 
the report being received accordingly. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL obferved, that this was a 
fubjeCt which had been already much attended to by this Houfe, 
and, as it involved a variety of confiderations, and called for 
many and different provifions for different objcdts, it confe- 
quently produced a great variety of opinions, and therefore 
great attention was due to the fubjeCl. On that account, him- 
felf and others had ufed their beft endeavours to make the bill 
as nearly perfect as poflible. But it had afterwards, from 
the fuggeftion of others, and from a farther view of the fub- 
je£t, been found neceffary to make feveral alterations ; not in 
point of principle, but to add many regulations, in order to 
provide for feveral things which were pointed out in the courfe 
of difcuflion. Such, indeed, was the nature: and perplexity of 
the cafe, that there Hill remained much to be regulated and 
provided for ; and therefore it was his intention to move, that' 
the bill be re-committed. And for this he had many reafonsy 
a few Of which he begged to ftate to the Houfe. In the firft 
place, there were many who, in the courfe of a former difcu £• 
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Sion, had expreSTed a wiSh that the bill fhould contain a jprecife 
definition of what was to be understood by the phrafe “ Alien 
Merchants.” That confideration had of itfelf made many al- 
terations already in the bill, and perhaps might require mote. 
Another circumstance which had lately occurred, had called for 
the attention of thofe who had the framing of the bill. It was* 
in his opinion, of great importance, and would require fome 
exprefs provifion. No lefs than four hundred aliens had ar- 
rived within thefe three days in this kingdom ; they had all 
marched into the city of London. This of itfelf would render 
it neceflary for the Houfe to .make many alterations in the bill 
now before them ; this could not be done, with the leaft pro- 
priety, in any other Stage than that of a Committeei Irt or- 
der, however, that the matter might be as well understood as 
poflible, he Should propofe that the bill lhould, after it came 
out of the Committee, be re-printed, and a day or two allowed 
before the whole Should be taken into confideration again. He 
then moved, “ That this bill be re-committed to a Committee 
“ of the whole Houfe,” which was agreed to, and the Houfe 
refolved itfelf into a Committee accordingly. 

A Short converfation took place on the time when the whole 
fubjedt was to be debated. 

Mr. FOX obferved, that he was ready at any time to fub- 
mit his fentiments to the Houfe, and therefore the appoint- 
ment of the time was matter of perfedt indifference to him. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he wiShed that the report fhould 
be received on Friday ; and urilefs fome good reafon could be 
alledged to the contrary, he Should urge that the bill Should be 
read a third time on that day, which he trufted the Houfe would 
accede to, unlefs the difeuffion of the report Should ruh into a 
length that would render it; impoflible. 

The bill was ordered to be re-committed. 

The Houfe then refolved itfelf into a Committee, and went 
through the bill, claufs by claufe. Several amendments were 
propofed and Agreed to. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL, mentioned that he un- 
derstood that no lefs than four hundred emigrants had. arrived 
from France yeSterday ; that they we e armed ; and had it not 
been for the vigilance of the Curt om- houfe Officers, might 
Vol. XXXIV. Ii 
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have come into the country armed, and had it in their power 
to do much mifehief. 

Mr. BURKE faid, his information led him to think, that 
fhofe men, however Aifpicious their appearance might be, had 
no hoftile intention towards this country. 

Different Members having made obfervatiens on the claufes, 
the Houfe was refumed, the report received, and ordered to be 
taken into confideration on Friday. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday , 4 th January . 

, Mr. CHANCELLOR PITT gave notice, that in the 
Committee of Ways and Means, on Monday, he would ftale 
the amount of the furplus of the Confolidated Fund, in order 
that an application of it.might be made to the Committee. He 
alfo fuggeffed, that as bufinefs would probably be concluded 
by Tuefday next, an adjournment would take place for a fort- 
night from that day. 

Mr. M. A. TAYLOR wifhed to know whether any ob- 
jection would be made by the Miniiter to a motion for addref- • 
firig His Majefty to order an account of the different barracks 
CreCting inr the kingdom, with the number of men intended to 
be lodged in each, to be laid before the Houfe. 

Mr. CHANCELLOR PITT wifhed the queftion relative . 
to the barracks to be fairly difeufled, and in a full Houfe. 
W’ith regard to any information that might be ncceffary to the 
difeuffion, it certainly was not his wifh to refufe it. 

' Mr. TAYLOR declared,' that it was not his intention to 
bring the fubjeCl before the Houfe till after the holidays. 

Mr. SHERIDAN gave notice, that immediately after the 
recefs,. he would make a motion relative to the reform of the 
•Royal Burghs in Scotland. As the fubjeCl was of a mod fe- 
rious nature, he wifhed Mr. Dundas to give as much attention 
to it as poffible during the holidays. 

Mr. CHANCELLOR PITT wifhed to know how fo6ti 
after the recefs the motion would be made. 

Mr* SHERIDAN replied, within a week certainly., 

Mr. CHANCELLOR PITT fpeakihg of the recefs, 
Rated, that its duration was propofed at prefent to be only for 
a fortnight; for during the continuation of it the executive 
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government anight be forced to adopt meafures on “which it 
would be neceffary to confult the Houfe. If, however, no 
neceflity for adopting fuch meafures fhould exift, then the re- 
e'efs would very probably be for a longer period. But at afil 
events it would not laft longer than to the end of the prelent 
month. 

The order of the day for taking into confideration the re- 
port of the Committee on the Alien bill, was then moved 
and read. 

Mr. M. A. TAYLOR begged the indulgence of the Houle 
for a very Ihort fpace of time, while he fubmitted to them the 
reafons upon which he felt himfelf under the neceflity of op- 
pofing the prefent bill. He would not have troubled the Houfe 
upon the prefent occafion, but that he, and thofc with whom 
he had the honour to a£l, had been called upon to Hate the 
ground upon which they proceeded ; and he was the more 
anxious fo to do, as it had been mentioned in a former night 
by an honourable friend of his, that this was a meafure which 
all mull approve ; whereas he totally difapproved of it in its 
principle, and in the different regulations which it propofed 
to cnadl. 

It was not his intention, he faid, fo far. to digrefs from the 
fubje£l, and follow the example of a right honourable gentle- 
man, (Mr. Burke) as to enter into a detail of French politics, 
to enumerate and comment upon thofe horrid a&s which had 
been committed in various parts of France, which every good 
man mull ^ament, and which not even the w r orfl could jullify, 
nor to read French newfpapers, which every body had read be- 
fore, nor to exhibit daggers or other inllruments of war, but 
to keep llri&ly to the meafure before the Houfe. Whatever 
degree of alarm might be fiippofed to exift in .this country, 
both with refpedl to its internal fituation, and to external 
danger from abroad, and alarms* which had been excited and 
encouraged with confiderable aflidui.ty, or however gentlemen’s 
imaginations might have warmed by the eloquent and vehement 
harangues they heard, he trufted that the Houfe would con- 
flder that bill calmly* and with as little prejudice as polfible. 

In defending this bill, gentlemen had fpoken of the iitua- 
tion of alfairs,' and the urgent neceflity of fome meafure of 
this kind ; not acknowledging that neceflity, of courfe he 



could not admit of the propriety of introducing this bill. If 
. thought with a noble friend of his, (Lord Titchfield) that 
by any meafurc of this fort the Constitution was to be ftip- 
ported, or the country to bp faved, he trulled he Should be 
found among its fir ft fupporters ; but he could not fee how the 
Constitution was to be fupported by a bill violating its firft 
principles, or how the country could be faved by giving im- 
plicit confidence to Ministers, whofe blind and improvident 
conduct, added to their total ignorance of Continental affairs, 
had brought this country into its prefent Situation with France, 
he regretted the defalcation of feveral gentlemen on his fide of 
the Houfe at the prefent moment, and particularly of his right 
honourable friend, (Mr. Windham) whom he did not fee in 
his place, and whofe integrity and abilities were fo well known 
and univerfally acknowledged ; but though that right honour- 
able gentleman, milled by the influence of fears which ap- 
peared to him totally gioundlefs, had, for the prefent, mif- 
placcd his confidence, he was hopeful Such difference of opi- 
nion could not be of long continuance. 

The principle of the prefent bill, Mr. Taylor faid, ap- 
peared to him of the moll dangerous tendency ; and, if once 
established, he did not well fee where it was to Slop, or why it 
might not be extended to Britilh Subjects as well as foreigners, 
and lead to a total repeal of the Habeas Corpus a£t, upon 
grounds of danger totally ideal, or at lead unfupported by any 
evidence. 

To form a proper idea upon this fubjedt, it would be necef- 
fary to take a retrofpeClive view of the various propositions 
which had been advanced, and the Stile of language which had 
been held Since the commencement of the prefent feffion of 
Parliament. His MajeSly’s Miniilers had felt it neceSTary, in 
order to juflify themfelves for adopting fo extraordinary and 
alarming a meafure as that of calling Parliament together fo 
unexpectedly, to State to that Houfe, not only that there ex- ' 
iSled a numerous and formidable body of men in this country, 
who profeSTed principled inimical to the Government and Con- 
stitution of this country ; but' that there hat^ aCtually happened 
in various parts of the kingdom riots and infurreCtions of a 
very alarming nature. That there had exifted riots and inftir- 
rsaion** of a tffery alarming nature, he was very ready to a<K 
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mit. But of what defcription were they? They were com- 
pofed of men who, while they were acting in the mod violent 
and outrageous manner, had the words “ Church and King” 
conftantly in their mouths ; and he was forry to obferve, that 
his right honourable friend, (Mr. Windham) in fpeaking of 
them, had not ufed language fufficiently expreflive of his dif- 
approbation. It was true, he had not attempted to excufe 
them, for that was impoflible ; but he had in a manner palled 
the fubjedl over, faying, that fome allowances mull be made 
for the feelings of men. He knew of no/ allowance that 
fhould be made for men conducing themfelves in fuch a man- 
ner ; they were equally the fubjedt of cenfure and profecu- 
tion, whether the object they pretended to have in view , was 
the fupport of the Church and King, or whether it was to 
overturn the Government. But thefe were not the kind of 
riots to which Mini Iters had alluded ; they had fpoken of iri- 
furredtions, fomented by difaffedted pcrfons at home, for the 
purpofe of entirely fubverting the Conftitution of this coun- 
try. Minifters had been repeatedly called upon to ftate to the 
Houfe where and when thofe riots had exifted; they had been 
called upon to lay fome proofs of them before the Houfe, but 
in vain. The right honourable Secretary had certainly, in 
kindnefs to the Houfe, mentioned four or five inftances, every 
one of which had beon entirely , difproved. It had been faid-, 
as an argument again!! the neceflity of proving thefe fadts, 
that they were fo notorious, that every perfon who had eyes 
mull fee thefe infurredlions, and every one who had ear& muft 
hear the feditious converfation which every where took place. 
Tivorgh he' did not pretend to be equal in point of abilities or 
judgement to thofe who made that alfertion, yet he might ven- 
ture to allert, that his eyes were as clear, and his ears as good 
as theirs ; tlill he had never been able to difeover, in any part 
of the country in which he had been, that dangerous difpofi-; 
tion among the people ; but every attempt to obtain any thing 
like a proof failed, and the Houfe voted their belief of the 
exigence of the danger upon the aflertion of Minifters^ Then 
catr.e the prefent bill, brought in with as little (argument, and 
fupported by as few fadls as he would venture to aflert any 
pieafure of the kind ever was, 
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If appeared to him, that it violated, in its principle, the 
ihoft facred rights of pur Confiitution, without any/tuficient 
caufe, or indeed any caufe at all, to juftify fuch violation ; it* 
.violates the rights of aliens, for aliens have rights acknow- 
ledged and fecurtd to them by the laws of this country ; they 
have civil rights, and they have rights in criminal cafes, as 
the having half of their jury compofed of aliens, &c. The 
prefent bill leaves them entirely in the power of the King, and 
that power may go even as far as death ; which would be the 
certain confeqnence to an emigrant from France, if fent back 
to his own country. He faid, he never would agree to leave 
any man at the mercy of Mi miters, without evidence of guilt, 
though he did not mean to doubt their humanity. 

If fadls were dated to fath fy him of the ncecflity, he would 
fupport the prefent mcafurcs of, Government ; but it had been 
faid that it would be improper to make any fuch difeloftire, as 
it would tend to fruftratc the object in view ; he Could by no 
means fee the confequence, for if, by charging any particular 
perfons they fhould leave this kingdom, we fhould then be 
equally freed from them as by the operation of the prefent 
bill. - 

But, amidfl ah. this violent and dreadful alarm, has any man ' 
been taken up, have any profecuiions been brought \ no fuch 
thing, all is bare aflertion. But even this hazard, if any fuch 
could be fuppofed, might be avoided by the appointment 6 f a 
Seledl Committee, confiding perhaps of ten members, five 
from each fide of the Houfe, and let it be as feciet a Com- 
mittee as pofiible. If fuch a Committee were appointed, and 
they fhould report that, in their opinion, there exided -in faft 
fuch a danger as is now held out to 11s, he faid he would cer- 
tainly give his utmoft fupport to the executive Government : 
but at prefent his information led him to believe no fuch thing. 
Gentlemen have faid, the Con dilution mud be preferved, and 
the country faved ; this, he was fure, Would never be done by 
the prefent Miniders, who, in the uniform fydem of their 
meafures, had trampled on the mod valuable principles of that 
Conditution for which they now pretend fo great an affection. 
Mr. Taylor faid, that he trufted for having thus delivered his 
fpntimer.ts againd the bill, he fhould not incur the cenfure of 
being a republican or W leveller ; he was neither, and every 
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man muft allow it; yet one would Imagine, from the language 
he had hvard, that neither himfelf nor thofe with whom he 
had the honour to aft, had any thing at flake in the country. 
It was true, he faid, that they did not enjoy places or penfions 
- either in their own pcrfons or that of their families ; that they 
were not blelled with the" fmile of the Crown i but he ever 
would contend, that every man in the kingdom, from the pea- 
fa nt to the peer, whether his fortune amounted to one /hilling 
or one thou (and a year, had a deep flake in the intereft of his 
country ; he had a deep flake in its profperity, its happinefs, 
and its freedom. 

Of late, the great body of the people had been held in con- 
tempt, and of no account whatever ; but the law and confti- 
tution of this country, and the Bill of Rights, reeognife rfhe 
rights of the people ; our Condi tut ion mail be prelerved en- 
tire ; and there is no lets evil to be dreaded by derogating front 
the rights of the people, than from thofe of the’ariftrocracy, 
or of the Crown. He faid, that his honourable friends who. 
had differed in opinion from him, had, no doubt, been aftuated 
by the impreflion which the fear of fuppofed danger to the Con- 
Aitntion had made upon their minds; at the fame time he could 
not help thinking it hard that they lhould have added to the in- 
finuations againft his right honourable friend, (Mr. Fox) infi- 
nuations as falfc as they are wicked, and as groundlefs as ma- 
licious ; this they undoubtedly had done, though much con- 
trary to their own intentions. He hoped, however, that the 
friends with whom he had the honour to think and aft, would 
fteadily purfue that line of cenduft "which had hitherto diflin- 
guifhed them, founded in a zealous attachment to the true 
principles of the Conftitution ; he knew they were not to be 
terrified ; and he trufted that if deprived, for the prefsnt, of,- 
fome of thofe friends who had been accuftomed to agree with 
them in political feniimeots, thofe who remained would be the 
more firm and determined ; the words of his right honnurable 
( friend (Mr. Fox) were of fterling weight, and he was con- 
vinced, would be found in the-end to be of found policy. He 
deprecated the idea of a foreign war, unlefs totally unavoida- 
ble ; and with refpeft to the bill under confideration, he faid, 
it appeared to him, that it would be much wifer and better to 
exercife the King’s prerogative, which he was of opinion the 
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Jaw invefted him with, in fending aliens out of the kingdom, 
Should circumftances render fuch exercife of it neceflary, than 
to have recourfe to the regulations of the prefent bill. Should 
this bill be palled, it appeared to him that it would put an end 
to the King’s prerogative in that refpeft. For his part he 
thought that neither the exercife of the prerogative, nor the 
regulations of the bill, were neceflary, and he would therefore 
oppofe the bill. 

Earl WYCOMBE conceived the bill under conlideration 
to be a meafure liable tp a variety of objections. His Lord- 
Ihip forbore, he faid, to enter on the particular claufes of the 
bill, becaufe he Ihould chiefly direct his arguments againfl the 
principle of it. He had ever conceived it to be of the eflencc 
of juftice to have no refpeft of perfons ; but in this iriftance 
no fails were brought forward to juftify the very fevere re- 
ltri£tions and penalties propofed by this Bill to be impofed on 
Aliens. The noble Lord faid it was not a meafure without 
precedent in former periods of the hiftory of this country ; but 
experience had proved that the meafures then adopted of a na- 
ture limiJar to the prefent were equally impolitic and illiberal. 
He owned he would rather wilh that all the benefits of our 
Conftitution Ihould be extended to foreigners refident here. 
Let them have a fair trial, and if proved to be guilty, he 
would wilh as much as any man to fee them puniflied. He 
iwdifapproved of the principle of the prefent bill as unjuft, lead- 
: & ing to the mod dangerous confequences as a precedent, and 
juftified by no apparent neceflity He lamented the difference 
of opinion that had taken place among fome of his honoura- 
ble friends, and he was not fure whether the opinion which 
he was now to avow, would be ftriftly conformable to any 
that had yet been given. As to die internal ftate of the king- 
dom, -he did not fay that h£ apprehended no danger, but he 
was decidedly of opinion, that there exifted no ground for any 
alarm from difafte&ion to the Conftitutjon ; but he was not 
equally free from alarm at the condudt of Minifters in purfu- 
ing meafures, as they have all along done, ruinous to the 
country, and putting, unneceflarily, a power into the hands 
•of the executive government, which might be u fed for the 
mod dangerous purpofes. In this opinion he knew he was 
not lingular ; perhaps he might not be more fo in the opinion 
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he was about to deliver as to our external danger ; indeed he 
was yet to learn that there exifted any ; we were not menaced, 
nor were we likely to be attacked. He would not, he laid, 
enter into a detail of the internal fituation of France, nor 
trouble the Houfc with French newfpapers, or French decrees, 
but it appeared to him in every view, that to engage this cotin- 
try in a war at prefent, would be a moll ruinous and impolitic 
meafure. Our adverfaries have unqueftionably much lefs to 
lofe than we have ; what could we gain by poflefling ourfelves 
of any of their Weft-India iflands ? On the contrary, he rather 
thought it would be advantageous to this country, if our own 
Weft-India iflands were independent of it. Experience had, 
in repeated inftances, lhewn of how little advantage colonies 
were to a mother country. Every day made him more clearly 
of opinion, that there was not any neceflity for our going to 
war. An explanation had been given of the decree of the 19th 
of November : and {hall we, faid the noble Lord, embark in 
a war in defence of aliens, who are not ready to go to war 
themfelves ? Holland feemed by no means difpofed to go to 
war. His Lordfliip then adverted to the condudl of the Dutch 
towards Great Britain in the year 1780, and gave a variety of 
inftances of their having given to our enemies every afliftance 
in their power, while they peremptorily refufed to us the ftipu- 
lated afliftance which they were engaged to afford us. He con r 
eluded with faying, that till he heard fome better argument 
brought forward in fupport of the conduct of Miniftry, than 
well-turned phrafes and fpecious declamation, he would givo 
his moft determined oppolition to meafures which appeared to 
him in the higheft degree detrimental to the public intereft as , 
well as to individuals. 

Lord FIELDING obferved, that having taken an oppor- 
tunity the very firft day of the feflion, to give notice of bis in- 
tention to move for leave to bring in a bill for fufpending the, 
Habeas Corpus a£t, as far as might relate to the perfons of fo- 
reigners, no one could fuppofe that he was not a friend to the 
objeiSl which the framers of the prefent bill had in view ; and 
yet it fo happened, that the bill itfelf did not very much pleafe 
him ; it had been drawn up in a great hurry ; feveral new 
claufes, framed without previous deliberation, were added to it 
in the Committee ; and one in particular refpe&ing alien mor- 
Vol. XXXIV. Kk 
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Chants, which he greatly feared would completely defeat the 
whole object of the hill, as under the exception which was 
ena&ed in favour of perfons of fuch a defcription, the very 
men againft whom the bill was intended to operate, might be 
able to efcape. It was well known, that there were perfons, 
who were poilellcd of much ingenuity in devifing means for 
evading the force of laws; arid in this cafe, their ingenuity 
would have a fine field to work in, as two very able gentlemen 
(Mr. Sheridan and the Attorney General) had on a fo'rmer 
day, contrived to fpcak very often to each other on the mean- 
ing of the term t( Alien merchant” without having been able 
for a long time to make each other underftand the fenfe in 
which they refjpetftively ufed thole two words. Indeed it was 
fo obvious that the whole bill required much farther conlidera- 
tion, that when fo unconnected and infignificant a Memberas 
himfelf propofedthat it fhould be recommitted, his propo/ition 
was immediately adopted by the learned gentlemen. An ho- 
nourable Member faid much about the rights of aliens : no 
man was more ready to refpe <51 them than he was ; but his firit 
object was to fecurc the fafety of the Hate : and that being 
once out of danger, he would be happy to fee aliens in the 
fulleft poflefiion and enjoyment of every right which the law 
and conftitution of England allowed them. Gentlemen had 
called for evidence of the fadls on which the bill was faid to 
be grounded; but he for one would not prefs for the produc- 
tion of fuch evidence pending either a negociation or prepara- 
tions for war. He had been captivated with the eloquence 
and ability of a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) who 
on a former day had commented upon a, French Hate paper, 
and thundered againft the impiety and blafphemy of atheifm ; 
but he wilhed he had confined himfelf to that point, and not re- 
prefented the two countcies as not merely preparing for, but 
as a&ually at war. He was ftrongly di fpofed to- hope that war 
might be avoided ; but fhould it at laft become inevitable, he 
trialed, that the nation would engage in it With heart and 
foul ; and that every Englilhman would be ready to facrifice 
both life and fortune in the defence of his country and its con- 
ftituiion. 

Lord BEAUCHAMP faid, that the bill under confidera- 
tion was a neceifary link in the chain of public mcafures which' 
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had been found requifite in the prefent crifis, and was ,looked 
up to with the moft anxious expedation by the Public, who 
were much alarmed by the great influx of foreigners ; an evil 
which, from the meafures that were purfued, and the events 
that had taken place on the continent, was daily increafing, 
fo that this country would foon remain the only afylum for - 
thofe who were obliged to flee for their crimes, or who might 
come here from worfe motives. As to the regulations of the 
prefent bill with refped to paflports, the noble Lord faid, 
they were only fuch as already prevail all over the continent, 
are found of much ufe in point of police, and proved by expe- 
rience to be attended with no degree of inconvenience to tra- 
vellers ; he was fo much perfuaded of this, that he believed 
he would not have hefitated in agreeing to make that part of 
the bill a permanent regulation, inftead of a temporary one. 
He then adverted to the claufe in the bill for limiting the refi- 
dence of aliens, or fending them out of the kingdom, and 
ftated his opinion that, if fuch a power is to be delegated to the 
Crown, it muft be done effectually. He thought great exag- 
geration had been made ufe of in fpeaking of the penalty of 
tranfportation for life, propofed to be in Aided on aliens in 
certain cafes ; in fad, it was only a means of fecuring obedi- 
ence to the orders that may be made for aliens to leave the 
country, &c. and was a penalty which could not be incurred 
by any alien, unlefs by the greatert poflible folly. For his 
part, he faid, he was fatisfied that the propriety of this new 
and extraordinary meafure was fully juftified from the prefent 
danger. Some gentlemen had expreffed their exultation in 
the affairs of France ; but whatever was his opinion, he did 
not think it neceflary to go into any detail on that fubjed. 
As to the reafons which might lead to the propriety of avoid- 
ing a difclofure of any particular fads of which His Majefty’s 
Minifters might be in pofTeflion, two very forcible ones occur- 
red to him; firfl, that in cafe any individuals fhould after- 
wards be brought to trial, it would be an improper prejudi- 
cation of their cafe ; and, fecondly, on the fuppofltion that 
the prefent difaffedions fhould be fomented by the Executive 
Council of France, it would furely be a very delicate matter 
at the prefent jundure, though it might afford fubjed for a 
manifefto, fhould war be once determined on, Legiflators 
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muft aft on probabilities, -without requiring proof ; and he 
was not without fufpicions that both foreign money and emif- 
faries had been employed. He then took notice of the letter 
from the Cohvention of France to the dates of America, in 
which they fay, we will eftabliih liberty all over the world,- or 
perifli in the attempt. What, faid his Lordfhip, is the li- 
berty here meant? Not furely true liberty ; but a principle 
which leads to the fubverfion of all order, and to deftroy that 
which they could not themfelves hope to attain. May not 
Great Britain, among other nations, become the objeft of this 
refolution of the French Convention, which they have already 
been praftifing in other nations ; though fhe may probably be 
the laft referved for the lion’s gripe ? This, he faid, he believ- 
ed would be the cafe, as France knew too well the refources 
of this country, and the attachment of the people to the confti- 
tution, to attempt attacking us, till they had poffefled them- 
felves of the reft of Europe : but becaufe our danger may be at 
a diftance, are we therefore to overlook it ? 

The noble Lord faid he thought the moderation of the Bri- 
tifli Councils had done honour to the country ; he approved 
entirely of the prefent bill, and thought the grounds nugatory 
on which it was attacked ; at prefent he thought a fufpenfton 
of the Habeas Corpus aft not neceflary, and that the provisions 
of the prefent bill would anfwer the purpofe better. He could 
Ciot conceive that it could be conftdercd as any violation of the 
Commercial treaty with France, nor did he fee any thing in the 
objeftion as to its being a breach of hofpitality ; to thofe who 
were the proper objefts of fuch hofpitality, the Hanifhed clergy 
gnd nobility, it had been, and would continue to be, afforded 
in a way highly honourable to this country. He adverted to 
the proclamation of May, and faid, that the meafure had met 
bis moft hearty approbation, and he Ihould aft in^onfiftently, 
were he to withhold bis concurrence to mcafures which were only 
following up the principle of that proclamation. He faid he 
regretted much that there Ihould exift any difference of opinion 
40 the Houfe upon the prefent occafton, and he could not help 
di {approving of the amendment which had been propofed by 
bis right honourable friend, (Mr. Fox) on the opening of the 
feftion, and of his motion for a negociation with France, be- 
voufe.be bad no doubt, that had that Houfe been much divided. 
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or (hewn any backwardnefs in approving the meafures of Go- 
vernment, it would have led the Public to apprehend that the 
Conftitution either could not, or ought not, to be fupported. 
The noble Lord faid it was a criiisof great delicacy, and what- 
ever might be his opinion of thofe who compofe the prefcnt 
Adminiftration, he conceived that public duty called upon him, 
at this moment, to give them a fair, rcafonable, and honour- 
able fupport ; and he begged to be underflood that he pledged 
himfelf to no more than to do fo in this inftance. 

Major MAITLAND rofe, and Anted, that he thought it 
his duty to oppofe the bill, both becaufe the reafons which had 
been ailignedfor its introduction were known not to have been 
founded on fail, and becaufc it went to give powers to Go- 
vernment, which, confidering the prejudice that was at 'prefent 
generally entertained againft aliens, ought not to be delegated. 
If he could be induced to believe that the danger of the country, 
which was fo much talked of, really cxilted, he, for one, 
(hould have no objection to giving his fupport to the executive 
Government ; but he faw no danger, except that which had 
been created by Minifters themfelves, and which they wifhed 
to be generally propagated and believed, in order that, taking 
advantage of the ferment of the people, they might carry mea- 
fures which they would not dare to bring forward at any other 
period. He then alluded to the doClrine which had fallen from 
an honourable friend of his, in the courfe of a former debafe, • 
a doClrine which appeared to him moft extraordinary and pa- 
radoxical ! His honourable friend had accufed Minifters of hav- 
ing come Into power in an unconflitutional manner, and of 
having pujfued a line of conduCt, from the commencement of 
their adminiftration to this time, which had been the very 
eaufc of the prefent alarm and danger; yet now that they had 
proceeded to fuch a climax of profligacy, he would finally give 
his vote in fupport of their meafures. He, for his part, did 
not believe in any fuch danger ; but when that rumour was at 
an end, he fliould attack its authors, and endeavour to bring 
them to punifhment. It was his wifh, before he came to 
fpeak more particularly on the fubjeCt, to notice what had fal- 
len from a right honourable gentleman, (Mr. Burke) but he 
found it would be impoflible to follow him minutely through 
the detail of what he had (aid relative to the affairs of France. 
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Tint riwv.i honourable gentleman had appealed uniformly to 
the paffions, rather than the judgement; and in the courfe of 
his appeal, had indulged himfelf in futile and contradi&ory af- 
' fertions. He had dated the liability to change, in the Na- 
tional Convention, refpe£hing all their meafures: and yet he 
had produced a decree of the National Convention, which was 
liable to be altered, as a ground for entering into a war with 
France. Major Maitland declared that he could not conceive 
the utility, or the object of fuch a war. If fuch a war were 
entered into for the purpofe of preventing the circulation of 
French principles, it would have an effedl directly oppofite. 
The troops who might be fent to France, would imbibe thofe 
principles in the mod pernicious degree, and bring them back 
again into this country. Such had been the cafe with the 
French troops, who had been fent to America, and thus prov- 
ed the caufe of producing the recent revolution. With regard 
to the prefent bill, it went to veil His Majefty’s Minifters 
with powers which he fhould always oppofe ; but a view of 
their uniform conduct, and an ill opinion of their intentions, 
formed in his mind an irrefiftible obje&ion. When the late 
proclamations came out, he believed the nation at large were 
aftonilhed ; but it was hoped that, at the meeting of Parlia- 
ment, Government would give a fatisfactory explanation of 
their conduct. That Houfe had heard of no fuch explanation, 
nor had any proofs been given of the exiftence of the danger. 
With regard to the bufinefs of Parliament, of the five infurrec- 
tions which had been dated to have taken place, only one had 
any conne&ion with the French revolution, and that occurred 
before the lad prorogation, fo that it could not be urged as a 
plea for calling Parliament together before the term of that 
prorogation had expired. The right honourable Secretary of 
State had, on the fird day of the feJfion, thought proper to 
reprefent Scotland as being difadc&ed ; but it now appeared, 
that fuch reprefentation was only meant as an excufe for hav- 
ihg fummoned Parliament to meet at fourteen days notice, 
and called out the militia : for the right honourable Secretary 
had a few days ago propofed to give Scotland a militia, which, 
confidently with his original albert ion, would be putting arms 
into the hands of the very people from whom he entertained the 
greateft apprehenfions. Such were the Oiifts to which men 
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'were driven to anfwer political purpofes; and hence, themif- 
reprefentations which he had heard, of. an honest and loyal 
people 1 Major Maitland then affcrted, that whatever alarm 
Minifters might have atfcfled refpefting aliens, they were 
themfelves aftiduoully creating ground for that alarm, by the 
importation of aliens, dutyfree, into this country. [Here a 
cry of prove! prove! proceeded from the other fide of the 
Houfej. He faid, that he could not relate any fa ft precifely 
from his own knowledge, but he had heard, from a quarter 
which he had reafon to believe, that a number of foreigners 
had latejy arrived in the Harwich packets, by means of pair- 
ports from the Brltilh Ambalfador at the Hague, who had afi- 
fured them of admifiion into this country free of any duty at 
the cuflom-houfe. Whether the fa ft was true, was be ft known 
to Minifters, who had created fo much alarm on thi. fubjeft. 
Of th is alarm, what, Major Maitland alkcd, had been the 
confequence ? Not that the prifons were crowded with fo- 
reigners, but that a reward of iool. had been offered for appre- 
hending an individual, Mr. Froft, who had been educated in 
the fchool of the prefent Minifter, and who, it was under- 
ftood, was fhortiy coming over to take his trial. As a reafon 
for this extreme meafure, a right honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Burke) had faid, that there were nineteen aftafiins in this 
country, who might murder His Majefty and all his family. 
Such a ftatement tended to ini'ufc the greateft alarms into the 
minds of men without doors ; alarms, which no perfon could 
have fuggefted, except one whofe imagination -teemed with 
the moll horrid ideas of mallacres and murders. He thought 
it proper, however, to repeat, that, though heoppofed the bill, 
for the rcafons which he had already ftated ; yet, lhould a war 
commence, he would do his duty as became a fubjeft, whe- 
ther in the fenate, or in the field, and prove that thofe who 
oppofed the prefent meafure, did not deferve to be charged with 
dilaffeftion to Government, and were as ready to facrilice 
their lives and fortunes for the good of their country, as thofe 
who were moft noify in profefting their attachment to the 
conftitution. 

Mr. HARDINGE faid, he addrefled himfelf to the I ! vd ’, 
not as prefuming to hope that he could add a fingb v\ f 

any importance, to what the noble Lord (Bcauchan;, . 
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imprefled upon thole who heard him, with all the weight of 
his abilities and character ; nor as prefiiming to hope that he 
could anfwer the animated fpeech of the honourable Member 
(Major Maitland) who had refolved his oppofition t o the mca- 
fure, into a diflike of the Miniilcr ; nor as prefuming to hope 
that he could anfwer a noble Earl (Lord Wycombe) w T ho had 
intimated the opinion, that beeaufe Holland, as the noble Earl 
thought, had mi (conducted hc rlclf to us, flic (hould break our 
treaty with her ; nor as meaning to debate the expediency of 
peace and war — a topic not only irrelevant, but mifehievous. 
He had rifen, impelled by the fubjcCt immediately, and fingly 
at ifl'ue, to give, in the moll unequivocal and clear manner, 
his ownfentiments upon the ncccflity for Inch a bill, and upon 
the bill itfelf. He had once hoped, he fa id, that in Head of the 
animated oppofition which this bill had already encountered, 
and the able oppofition it was likely to encounter, he Ihould 
and!, in fupport of it here, not a bare unanimity, but the 
mod cordial, that Parliament had ever known. It was, in his 
view of it, amcafure prompted by a juft impreflion of an alarm 
and peril, univcrfally felt, and prompted as a defence, not only 
of the executive Government, for the day, but of thofe great 
principles which every ingenuous mind, whether upon this, 
or upon that fide of the Houfe, was in the habit of cherilhing 
thcnioft ; the defence of liberty and religion, (to fay nothing 
of property and life, in comparifon) again!! incendiaries abroad, 
confpiring with incendiaries at home, to dcilroy, in one flame, 
every order of Government, ecclefiaftieal or civil, in our con- 
ftitmion. He had once hoped that oppofition would come for- 
ward, as one man, at fuch an awful crilis of national danger, 
friends and auxiliaries to the executive Government, without 
prejudice to their diflike of the Minifter’s conduit, or of the 
mode in which he w as appointed, and without prejudice to 
their general hope of continuing together, a phalanx again!! 
him ; a phalanx, by the way, a little more compail than it 
has been, W'hich may be an advantage to it. He had hoped 
th.*y would fay, as a party, what fome of them had faid as in- 
dividuals, when they feceded from the reft ; “ We diflike the 
“ Mir.ifter, we like ourfclves better, (a very natural prefe- 
“ rence !) but we fupport the Minifter to defend the country.” 
Such, to his immortal honour, were the empliatical words of 
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a noble Marquis (Lord Titchfieid). He had hopca, that fuch 
of the party , at leaft, as had figned papers, confeffing the ex- 
iftence and prevalency of opinions dangerous to the Govern- 
ment, would confefs it in Parliament ; that fuch of them as 
Were Friends of the People would be anxious to exculpate the 
popular character in this kingdom, from the original fin of 
thofe levelling opinions, afiigning it, as they could, with more 
truth, to artifice and money, imported from the Continent 
that confeffing the danger and the origin of it in. conformity 
with fuch notorious fads, they would either fupport this bill, 
or fuggeft a wifer and a better. In all thefe hopes, he had 
been cruelly difappointed ; and he was timid enough to lament, 
as a difadvantage to the public intereft, a right honourable gen- 
tleman's (Mr. Fox) perfevering oppofition to fuch a meafure. 
That as to the bill itfelf, he had the honour to coincide in opi- 
nion with an admired and great man, who had given fuch un- 
exampled proofs of ability, eloquence, and public fpirit, upoi> 
thefe topics. He agreed, that if the bill had a fault, it was 
1 the fault of inadequacy, not excefs, in the powers given to the 
executive Government ; that he had in the Committee enter- 
ed his proteft againft the exception of alien merchants, from 
the power to fend mifchievous aliens out of the kingdom, and 
had been fortunate enough to fee that exception removed. If 
Quarantine was thought expedient upon the apprehenfion of 
plague, before the fufpe&ed veflel could land her goods. If by 
the law of nations we can fend even a fhip in diftrefs by cannon 
from the fhore, when plague infefts her cargo, how infinitely 
more expedient is the fafeguard of this bill againfi the moil in- 
fernal peftilence that ever fcourged a nation — the creed and 
profeflion of anarchy, which every day poured in upon us from 
the continent ? ’Was he to be challenged here, as in a Court 
of Jufticc, with two important little words, in that fcene of 
aftion, but ridiculous here? To the words prove it,” he 
would anfwer, firft that it was not a juridical but prudential 
inquiry; next, that it would, or might, be dangerous, to go 
into the detail, perhaps impradticable, from the nature of the 
fubje&, but mod of all he would anfwer, that it was a bold 
and rafh contumely upon the fenfe of the whole kingdom, to 
call in queftion the fa<£l of that party in difafFe&ion, which a 
people fo enlightened had believed, and had refilled with fuch 
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patriotifm and public fpirit. He would therefore' fay, upon 
thefe grounds, I will not prove it. He then ftated, in a feW 
words, the power given by the bill, and faid, he would follow 
it tip in argument again ft thofe who could alone be the obje£l& 
of it, in order to fee what power it gave to opprefs the inno- 
cent. If the bill Ihould operate with reftraint and puni(hment 
upon the emiflarics of Atheifm and fedition, it would fall 
where it ihould. If it (hould punifti, or difcover and exclude, 
the leveller in principle, who was an incendiary at heart, it 
would fall where it fhould; whether it found him with or 
without a dagger in his hand, with or without French money 
or French paper in his pocket, as it would find him at leaft 
with French principles in his head — principles of rebellion 
againft all Government, and an avowed and boafted contempt 
for every oath of allegiance in the world. If the name of an 
emigrant ihould be the maik of an emiflary and a leveller, this 
a& would pull it off, and would catch the emiffary or the le- 
veller again. If it ihould be the cafe of an emigrant here, 
from the emigrants abroad, (from the emigrant army, for ex- 
ample) he conftdered fuch an alien as the juft object of fufpi- 
cion, becaufe if he fhould negociate his reinftatement in France, 
Jiis intereft may tempt him to make profelytes here as a merit 
and plea to urge at Paris. If it ihould be the cafe of an emi- 
grant and refugee from the defolations and cruelties of Paris, 
that emigrant was our friend. He had come to us for iheltef 
and mercy ; he had come to us, appealing to our Government 
by law', againft a Government by the fword ; he had merited 
our fympathy, and we had given him unequivocal proofs of it. 
Without compliment to the Minifter, could it be imagined that 
he would be fo mad as to go out of his way in fliaking, by the 
oppreffion of fuch an alien, that center of union which incor- 
porated the public intereft and the public opinion to his own I 
The only other clafs that remained was the indifferent alien,! 
the byeftander, who took no part in the conflict, but was 
blamclefs, and, as an alien, was entitled by that character 
alone to our hofpitable reception. That a Minifter could op- 
prefs him, that he could opprefs an alien merchant for the fake 
of opprefting him, and with no other poflible temptation of in- 
tcreft, he confeffed, and, thinking all diferetionary powers 
dangerous, he lamented it, it was a neceftary evil, becaufe. 
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without an indefinite power over aliens of all defcriptions, the 
mifchievous could never be fe pa rated from the good. He faid 
the report of M. le Brun, read the other night, would, of 
itfelf, 'in his opinion, juftify this bill. That Minifter had 
ftated in the National Aflembly, that Paris employed political 
agents here, (not of courfe accredited by us) ; and *he adds a 
direft menace to appeal from what he affedls to call “ the Pa- 
4t lace,” and “ the Minifter,” (but knowing it well to be the 
fenfe of Parliament) ad populam, or to the nation, by which he 
means the loWeft claffes of the mob. This report was the fig- 
nal Of rebellion to the difaffe&ed here, and the bill would aft 
with a falutary effedl in averting that mifehief. That if he 
fhould be told it would affront the National Convention, he 
would anfwer, not as a reafon for a war, but as a reafon for 
this bill, that France had, by fomenting feditious and levelling 
principles here, thrown upon us the neceflity of fpirit in felf- 
defence, or of cowardice in felf-abafemcnt, ante tubam , and 
before our exertions had been tried. The libels of the day 
would of themfelves juftify this bill. They were French to 
the bone in connexion as- well as principle. They had given 
birth to do&rincs upon the fubjeft of public libel, which he 
made no fcruple to condemn as at once ignorant and mifehic- 
vous ; nor could fedition of the worft kind receive a more 
powerful help. It had been averted, for example, that inten- 
tion proved the libel, inftead of libel proving the intention, 
and that all opinions upon Government were “ free,” that is, 
free, in the fenfe of legal impunity, after publication, as Well 
as before it, <i let the feditious tendency of fuch opinions be 
4 * ever fo apparent.” The moft eminent republican of his 
day, who wrote when England was a Commonwealth, and 
who wrote, in the defence of unlieenfed .printing, a moft able 
and found as well as eloquent compofition, had very different 
ideas of a feditious libel. He meant our immortal poet. Mil- 
ton, from whole poetical profe, in a part of that work, a fan- 
ciful and brilliant paftage had been quoted the firft night of the 
felfion, for a purpofc foreign to the fubjedt then debated. He 
would quote him, dc tribus capellis , and he wilhed the earned 
attention of the Houfe: — “ In every Church and Common- 
** wealth (he was not enlightened enough to difclaim the al- 
liancc of Church and State) it is of the greateft concern- 
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“ ment to magiftrates to look vigilantly how hooks demean 
“ themfelves as .well as men— to imprifon them— to execute 
** (harp juft ice. upon them as malefactors ; for books are not 
« abfolutely dead things, but they have a potency of life in 
« them, to be as aCtive as that foul was whofe progeny they 
" are ; nay, they contain, as in a vial, the pureft extract and 
“ efficacy of that intellect which bred them* They are as 
f‘ lively and as vigoroufly productive as the fabulous Dragon’s 
“ teeth, and, fown up and down, may fpring up armed men.” 
It was againft thofe arms and thofe men that he thanked the bill 
for providing him with a defence* He had aflcrtcd in the Com- 
mittee his individual opinion, which he took leave to aftert 
again, “ that His Majefty had, by law, the right of fending 
“ aliens out of the kingdom for the public fafety.” But he 
commended the bill for not averting that right on the one 
hand, or difclaiming it on the other. If the King had not the 
-right, this bill was neccflary to confer it upon him for a time, 
and for the purpofe delineated in the a<St itfelf. If he had the 
right, (till it was a difcrction which the Legiflature could, with 
more advantage to the Public, direct and apply — rthat in con- 
sulting Parliament upon the neccflity which made the habitual 
exercife of this right expedient, with a reference to objects of 
national importance, the Minifter had aCted with confummate 
wifdom as well as delicacy, if he thought the right ftriCtly 
vefted in the King. Upon thefe grounds he declared himfelf a 
firm and zealous friend of the bill. 

Lord WYCOMBE got up to explain. He denied that he 
had laid it down as a pofition that we ought to break faith with 
Holland bccaufc (he had broke faith with us. What he faid 
Was, that the Dutch Were indifferent about the Scheldt, and 
that we ought not to be fo very forward to give fiaccours un- 
alked to thofe who had fo often refufed to give us the fuccours 
with which they were bound by treaty to furnifh us. But he 
would go one ftep farther, and fay, that ihould the people of 
Holland be fo difpofed towards the French as that the latter 
ihould be able to overrun the United Provinces with as much 
facility as they had overrun the Auftrian Netherlands* we 
ought totally to difregard our treaty with the Republic, and 
that in* fo doing we ihould be warranted by reafon and com* 
tnon fenfe,' 
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Mr. JENKINSON obferved, -that the declaration of the 
French Minifter explained at once all the objeaions which 
could be -made to this bill on the ground that no hoflility had 
been offered on the part of France to the Government of this 
country. The declaration of the Frertch Minifter made lately 
in the National ponvention, exprefled hoflility to all monarchy# 
and fpecifically to this country, when the Nation and the So- 
vereign were treated diflindtly. This was not the only rcafon 
why fuch a bill as the prefent was a neceflary meafure ; for it 
was well known that libels of the moft dangerous tendency, 
diredtly hoftile to our Conflitution, and, by the influence of 
French emiflaries, were induflrioufly circulated in this coun- 
try.: thefe were fo evident in their tendency, that it was im- 
poflible to miftake them. To thefe emiflaries were to be added 
•a certain Society, who called themfelves a Society for Confli- 
tutipnal Information. ' He fhould avoid entering into a minute 
detail of the proceedings of this Society : he lhould content 
himfelf with adverting to a few particulars. They profelled, 
by a public advertifement, to hold open correfpondence with 
certain focieties in France, and they had recommended to their 
correfponding focieties in England the perufal of Mr. Paine’s 
book. It was not his intention to fay any thing Jjarfh of that 
book : he fhould only fay of it what the book laid for itfelf. 
It was not a book written with a view to reform any abufes 
that, in the opinion of fome, required to be reformed, but it 
was a book written avowedly to overturn the Conflitution alto- 
gether. Thofe therefore who circulated fuch a book could not 
have any wilh for a reformation, but mult aim at an overthrow 
of our Conflitution ; for this Society mufl be allowed to have 
adopted the principles in that book, by endeavouring to circu- 
late it. This appeared to him to be highly milchievous; for 
by the circulation of fuch books the lower dalles of fociety 
were made difeontented with Government, and might confe- 
quently become bad fubjedts. Such books in general, from 
their nature, mufl make a cqnfiderable impreflion upon the 
minds of the lower orders of fociety, by teaching them to 
look for a better condition when the prefent fyflem fhould be/ 
overturned ; by their education their minds were’ not capable of 
perceiving the delufive nature of thefe vifionary theories ; and 
by their habits they were not much ufed to reflection, and 
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therefore were eafily led to expe£l a better fituation in life, 
without once thinking it was poffible they might incur a greater 
evil. They refembled a filly adventurer in a lottery, who 
flakes his lafl guinea in hopes of fharing of the capital prize ; 
and, above all, thefe were perfons who, from not having pro- 
perty or (lake in the country, were, or would be, eager in ad- 
venture, and had nothing to check their rage of experiment 
and innovation. Men, habituated to thinking and refle&ing. 
Would of courfe dete£l the fallacy, the aflumed reafoning in 
this book ; but to perfons of the deferiptiort he had mentioned 
it was highly dangerous. This, then, was of itfelf a reafon 
for the pafling of the prefent bill, becaufe it was a meafure 
that would tend to diminifh the influence of French emillaries 
and the influence of French Councils. Another reafon ap- 
peared to him for this meafure. It was well known what was 
the nature of the diredlions given by the National Convention 
of France to all their Generals, and what was the conduit of 
thefe Generals ailing under thefe direitions, particularly the 
Conduit of General Dumourier, the whole of which was a 
fyftctn to propagate principles and doitrines by the fword; and 
■When the French had fucceeded in every other place, they 
would proceed to the converfion of the people of England in 
the fame way. When he confidered all thefe things, he did 
lay he was warranted in declaring that any ftep that tended to 
the diminution of the French influence in this country wa i 
prudent ; and he confidered himfelf as having (hewn the dan- 
ger of that influence, fo as to make the meafure applicable. 
He alledged alfo, that it was the intention of the French to 
kindle the flame of civil war in this country, and that they had 
got a great way towards making the lower order of fociety diA- 
contented, and that the meeting of Parliament had been necef- 
fary in order to extinguifh that fpirit of difaffc&ion. He be- 
Jieved that the calling out of the militia, too, tended to extin- 
guilh that fpirit j he believed the debates in that Houfe, and 
the general concurrence of opinion expreffed in it, tended alfo 
to extinguifh that fpirit. He believed likewife, that the bill 
stow before the Houfe would tend to extinguifh that fpirit by 
driving the perfons mod active in fowing the feeds of fedition 
out of this country. He then topk notice of the power which 
the prefent bill would give to the Miniilry, and .maintained it 
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Would bp only fuch as would be wanted ; and adopted the hm- 
txment of Sir Gilbert Elliot, exprefied on a former day, who 
fa id that the granting of power by the deliberative to the exe* 
«utive power of the ftate, in cafes of extraordinary emergency, 
was a proof of freedom ; and added, that he faw no reafon for 
fuppofing that Minifters would make any improper ufe of their- 
power. For they would not have the leaft temptation to do To ; 
and even if they Ihould, they would be refponftble to that 
Houlfe, as in all cafes of power abufed. He diftinguiflied be- 
tween the culpable and the innocent emigrants, who were at 
prelent in this country ; the one would remain under the pro- 
tection of Government, and the others would be removed ; this 
would difpel the alarm among the people, for they would know 
that Government either had removed them, or, having the 
power, would remove them, as the fafety of the country re- 
quired. And as to the innocent emigrants, he had reafon to 
know that many of them were men of exalted characters and 
fentiments ; they had given proof of it by their conduft ; they 
had borne their difficulties and advcrfxty with unparalleled for- 
titude ; and if the hour Ihould arrive, which he anxioufly hoped 
and wiffied it would, when thofe great men Ihould be reftored 
to their rank and pofleffions in their country, he had no doubt 
but their moderation in profperity would equal their fortitude 
in diftrefs. 

As to the provifion of the prelent bill, he was of opinion 
that there was no more force given to Government than was 
neccflary for the fafety of the State. It had indeed been faid, 
that this was equal to a fulpenfion of the Habeas-Corpus aft ; 
indeed he faw nothing very extraordinary in that obfervation, 
taken in its full extent as an objection ; for when the ftate of 
the country required it, that aft of Parliament had been fu Im- 
pended. If had been fo fix or feven times in modern periods 
of our hiftory ; even almoft immediately after our revolution, 
it was fufpended by the very men who brought about that revo- 
lution, and they were highly applauded for the meafure ; but 
the matter of doubt which he had upon this fubjeft was, whe- 
ther or not it infringed upon the prerogative of the Crown, for 
he had heard advanced in that Houfe, and he had read in the 
works of a great lawyer (Mr. Juftice Blackftone) that the King 
•had an undoubted right to order any alien to depart this realm 
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of Ills own will and pleafure— this was one of the prerogatives 
of the King of Great Britain, and therefore the only doubt 
which could be entertained with refpeft to this bill was, whe- 
ther it would not, or might not, hereafter be quoted as' a pre- 
cedent, that the King had not that power, or this bill would 
not have been neceflary ; however that might be, he did not 
believe that, in general, the gentlemen who were the moft ad- 
Verfe to this bill would not be the more difpofed to object .to it 
on that account. 

He had Jteard it mentioned, that the fituation in which this 
Country was at this time, and which this bill was intended to 
remedy, was brought upon this country by the prefent Miniftry. 
By way of anfwer to this, he begged to afk in his turn of thefe 
gentlemen, whether they really believed, that if what they 
complained of in the year 1784, about the Minifter’s coming 
into power unconftitutionally, had not happened, the affairs of 
France might not have been exactly in the fame fituation as 
they were in at prefent. He believed they would ; why then 
it was the French revolution, and not the unconftitutional 
conduct of Minifters, which had brought on this country the 
calamities which now hung over us : and therefore he could 
not fee how that could have any thing to do with the queftion 
now before the Houfe. He then took notice of the progrefs 
of French principles, and urged the propriety of our doing all 
we could to flop .them in this country ; for the French, unlefs 
they met with fome timely check, would fpread their perni- 
cious principles over the whole globe. He confidered the pre- 
fent bill as a ftep to check them, and therefore it fhould have 
his concurrence ; for whether there was danger within or with- 
out, this meafure appeared to him to be neceflary. He confi- 
dered himfelf to have proved that there were both, and that 
Parliament mud allow Minifters to a<ft with fome diferetion 

i 

upon this occafion. Upon thefe grounds, he gave his appro- 
bation to the prefent bill. 

Mr. GREY began with ftating many difficulties which, 
from the nature of the fubje£t, he had to encounter. He ob- 
ferved, that he regarded this bill as defective in principle, as it 
Was obje&ionable in practice ; forming, as it did, part only 
of a fyftem which the prefent Minifter had almoft invariably, 
fine* his coming into office, and fmee the commencement of 
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the prefent -feftion, without one exception, purfued with re- 
gard to that Houfe, and the Public. He muft ftill look to the 
principle upori which he was called to aft. The Parliament 
was called together in a new and extraordinary manner. — 
Some gentlemen faid it met the unanimous confent of the 
country — in this he believed they were right ; for the people 
at that time had been taught to believe that the country was in 
a ftate of great danger, and therefore they thought the Houle 
met in extraordinary circumftances. The reality of this dan- 
ger Minifters proved only by aflertion. Some gentlemen, in- 
deed, faid, that as to the infurre&ions in the country they 
were fo notorious, that it was needlefs to point them out. — 
Upon thefe general, loofe, and vague grounds Parliament was 
called to a£t. Parliament was called upon to give its appro- 
bation of the conduct of the Minifter, and to place in him im- 
plicit confidence, without one point of proof of any one of the 
aftertions upon which the confidence was demanded. They 
were called upon for an armament ; in this vote they were al- 
moft, but not quite, unanimous; however, they had voted 
for the armament, becaufe they thought the country ought to 
be put into a ftate of defence, previous to any ftep being ta- 
ken by Government ; and becaufe they thought that this 
meafure was likely to preferve the bleflings of peace to this 
country ; in this, they only followed the King’s fpeech, which 
gave Parliament alfurances of a defire to that eflFedt. 

Thefe were the grounds on which he and many others voted 
for this armament ; but was that the ground on which a right 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) had given his confent ? He 
laid, he did not give his confent to an armament for the pur- 
pofe of treating with the French, but for the purpofe of bring- 
ing us into immediate and immortal war, and he (Mr. Grey) 
was afraid that the right honourable gentleman was not fingular 
in that opinion. Could the Houfe be juftified in reafoning as 
thefe gentlemen 1 reafoned: When he refle&ed on the ap- 
plaufe which the right honourable gentleman received, he was 
afraid there were many others of opinion, that the ground dat- 
ed by Minifters was not the real ground for the armament.— 
Mr. Grey faid, he wilhed to put. to His Majefty’s Minifters 
one queftion, “ Did they arm to negociate, or to go to war ?’* 
If the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) was right upon 
Vol. XXXIV. M m 
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the ground on which he confented to the armament, then let 
the Miniftry come forward and avow it. If not, what would 
they fay to the people for miileading them, and plunging the 
country into a war without aligning any reafon whatever for 
it ? Minifters, he faid, were called upon to declare, before 
Parliament feparated for the holidays, what was the real Hate 
of this country. Purfuing the fame fyftem of affefted infur- 
regions, and voting armaments, without knowing any .thing 
of the caufe in which they were to be employed, and liftening 
to the aflertions of the Minifter, was ndt the. duty of that 
Houfe ; and yet the Minifter now called upon them to vote for 
a bill which was 'to give to the executive Government extraor- 
dinary powers, without the leaft proof being before them of 
the neceflity of the meafure ; the whole was to be done upon 
the footing of confidence. Mr. Grey here took notice of the 
diftinftion of free dates voting extraordinary power in times of 
extraordinary danger, and thofe ftates, the executive part of 
which always having power enough, can aft in every inftance, 
without the afliftance of a deliberative aflembly thefe might, 
tie faid, be juftly faid to be defpotic. The former was cer- 
tainly the charafteriftic of a free Government, but there was 
another charafteriftic of a free Government, and it was the 
chief excellence of our conftitution, it was this : the execu- 
tive power was never to judge of the neceflity of that extraor- 
dinary power, it was always the province of the Legiflative to 
form its opinion upon that fubjeft; and, therefore, when any 
power was to be given to the Crown in cafes of emergency, it 
tnuft be given by Parliament. It had been fo in the fulpen- 
fion of the Habeas Corpus aft, and fo it ought to be upon this 
occafion ; thefe points were neceffary for the fafety of the Bri- 
tifh conftitution, and the happinefs of the people ; none of 
thefe extraordinary mea Cures {hould take place, but upon pro- 
per evidence laid before Parliament of their neceflity. This 
brought him to refleft on the prefent cafe a little more clofely ; 
the refult of which was ftill more unfavourable to the prefent 
meafure, for if they were wrong in giving their confidence to 
the Minifter at firft without a caufe afligned, how much more 
Co fhould they be, when they came to give their confent to a 
$ne'afure utterly irreccncileable with the principle of the confti- 
‘ttttion, and the proper practice of Parliament, and a meafure. 
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too, in whieh, from its very nature, it was impoflible for the 
Houfe to have any refponfible perfon to refer to, in cafe the 
fubje& fhould require inveftigation hereafter, Air that would 
be the cafe in the prefent bill. An honourable and learned 
gentleman had faid, that we had a right to drive away a fhip 
to fea from the coaft, and perhaps expofe her to future deftruc- 
tion, provided we thought that the plague was on board of 
her; that we had a right to infill on her performing quaran- 
tine, in order that we might be fafe ; and that fuch was, in 
fome degree, the nature of this bill. He wiihed to know 
whether they meant to carry that dodlrine to its full extent, 
for, in that cafe, no proof would ever be wanted ; bare fur- 
mife would always be enough for proceeding at any time to 
the utmoft extremity. But, indeed, if the plague was to come 
to this country from France, he believed it was much lefs 
likely to come by perfons than by writings ; every one point 
that had been Hated in favour of the bill, failed altogether; 
there was nothing ftated that went in the leaft degree to prove 
the neceflity of the bill. Much, Mr. Grey faid, had been 
urged upon a fubjedl not diredtly before the Houfe, but as it 
had been introduced, he felt himfelf in fome degree bound to 
take notice of it, he meant the tendency of the book of Mr. 
Paine, and alfo the proceedings of the Conftitutional Society. 
He mud then declare, that he was not a friend to Mr. Paine’s 
book, nor to the proceedings of the Conftitutional Society, and 
he had no reafon to believe that his principles were approved 
by them, any more than theirs were by him ; and he muft add, 
that he agreed with the anfwer given by an honourable friend 
of his, who being informed that the fociety had been induftri- 
ous in recommending the perufal of Mr. Paine’s book, had 
withdrawn his name, obferving that he was a member of ? 
fociety who were friends to the conftitution, and therefor* 
could hold no farther corrcfpondence with thofe who recom- 
mended a book, in which it was ftated that this country had 
no conftitution. The honourable gentleman who fpoke laft 
had faid, that whether there was danger within or without, 
this bill was neceflary : what was the conclufton to be drawn 
from this ? Why nothing more or lefs, than that whenever 
we go to war we may be faid to be in danger, and therefore 
fuch a bill will in future always be neceffary. We. were told* 

M m a 
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as he had obferved, that there was a correfpondence between 
iocieties in this country, and focieties in France. Would 
this biU prevent fuch correfpondence in future? Moft ter- 
tainly not. But this was like all the other meafures of the 
prefcnt adminiftration, founded on delufion and vague afler- 
tion, and on which the Houfe were cfalled upon, from day to 
day, to vote according to the will of the Miniftcr, without one 
point of information, even upon the fafts that were dated, the 
Minider’s friends did not agree, of which he had a recent in- 
dance. An honourable and learned gentleman (the Attorney 
General) had dated, that, within three days, foreigners had 
arrived in this country, and had marched up to London, and 
thefe men were of fuch characters that fome provifion fhould, 
on that account, be made in the bill. No! faid the right ho- 
nourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) they are mod of them of a 
particularly innocent defeription ; and yet, with this difference 
of opinion among the mod Lnguine friends of the bill, this 
was made one of the grounds for pailing it as a matter of neccf- 
fity. Mr. Grey wifhed to know how it was that we were to 
define the innocent from the culpable emigrant. He was as 
far as any man from wifhing to blame the charity that had 
been extended to thefe unhappy perfons \ on the contrary, he- 
applauded that charity ; but at the fame time he wilhed that 
there fhould be fome point by which the really deferving were 
to be fele&cd from others much better than the mere will or 
caprice of any Minider ; but as the cafe now dood, it was im- 
poffible to make a proper feleclionT He had been told, he faid, 
had it not been for the care of Minidcrs, thefe foreigners 
Would have proved mifehievous to tills country. What did 
this imply, but that the Miniders knew who thefe perfons 
were; and that with regard to them, nothing was to be dread- 
ed ; if that was the cafe, there could be no occasion for the 
prefent bill, as far as it regarded them, and the preamble of 
the bill could not be true, for in one part it dated — and where- 
as, under the prefent circumftances, much danger may arife to 
the public tranquillity, from there fort and refidencc of aliens, 
unlefs due provifion be made in refpeCt thereof. What dan- 
ger, Mr. Grey alked, could arife to the public tranquillity, if 
care had been already taken to prevent them front doing mif- 
chief ! 'He muft obferye, that, if this compliment to Mintf- 
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ters for their vigilance be true, the preamble of the bill mull 
be falfe: and the preamble ought to be, “ Whereas a number 
“ of foreigners, whole principles are dangerous to the fafety 
“ ofthisftate, may come into this country,” &c. This would 
be a much more fafe and candid ftatement than that in the bill 
at prefent. 

Anothcr confideration on this bill made himftill more unwil- 
ling to aiiont to it. he meant that it left all the execution, 
without any controul, to the will of the Minifter. Gentlemen 
alked what temptation had Minifters to a£t amifs in fuch 
.cafes? What temptation — God knows. He did not fufpe& 
them of wi filing for tyrannical power for the purpofe of excr- 
cifing it cruelly on any man ; at the fame time it mull be al- 
lowed to be againft all principles of juftice to fubjetSfc any man 
in this country to the will of any other. Befidcs, cafes might 
occur that would be very hard indeed j there might be thofe 
who were friends originally to the revolution in France, and 
who wi filed to fee the ancient defpotifm deftroyed, and who 
nevertlielefs were friends to a limited monarchy, and yet thefe 
men might be driven by this bill into another country, perhaps 
back again to France, where inevitably they muft fuffer death. 
When he knew the force of prejudice in that refpe&, he was 
»ftill the more unwilling that any man (hould be put under the 
power and at the difpofal of a Minifler. For inftance, he • 
wifhedthe Houfe to fuppofe the cafe of Mr. La Fayette, hav- 
ing taken refuge in this country, and that Minifters were dif- 
pofed to treat him rigoroufly, could they not fend him to 
Pruflia, and would he not then be confined in a dungeon at 
Magdebourg or Wefd, where he might be kept for life, and 
treated with the mod barbarous feverity. 

There was another man, M. de Puzy, whole cafe delerved 
to be noticed ; this unfortunate gentleman had been three times 
Prefident of the National Alfembly in France, and was remark- 
able for his attachment to Monarchy ; in confequence of which 
he had left France, and was now a prifoner at Magdebourg or 
Wefel ; fuch was the treatment which the friends of limited 
monarchy, but the enemies of defpotifm, met with in thefe 
tyrannic States. This confirmed him in the opinion which he 
had long entertained, that it was a good thing for Europe that 
the combination againft France did not fucceed in their endear 
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vcrurs to conqufer the French. Upon all the views which 
he could have of the fubject, Mr. Grey faid he rauft de- 
clare, that he could not give his confent to this bill, becaufe 
there was no proof of its necellity, or of the propriety of its 
provtfions ; it) was very obje&ionable on account of its being a 
bill to extend the difcretion of thofe who could not, in the na- 
ture of the cafe, be refponfible for the exercife of that difcre-* 
tion ; it was true that the right honourable Secretary of State 
had faid, it was a bill grounded on fufpicion, and therefore evi- 
dence of the fa&s on which it was founded could not be given 
without defeating the intention of the bill itfelf ; but all this 
dwindled into nothing, and the bill became a meafure of op- 
preflion, when it gave power, for the exercife of which no man 
was refponfible, and efpcciaily when the aflumed ground of the 
bill had no foundation, namely, the danger of the country. — 
Perhaps, indeed, fome time hence, Minifters, if alked to fliew 
what they had done for the fervice of the State, w'ould allure 
the Houfe, that but for their interference much mifehief might 
have enfued ; they might fay they had fent fuch a perfon out 
of the country : perhaps fomebody might fay, “ I knew that 
4t gentleman very w'ell, he had no views of fedition, he was a 
“ worthy and quiet man.” — “ Oh, I beg your pardon,” the 
Minifter would fay, “ you do not know him fo well as I do; 
“ I fent him out of the kingdom to prevent mifehief ; I grant 
* e you, he did nothing againft the State, but that is owing to 
** me, for I took care to prevent him.” Such might be the 
excufcs of Minifters for fending away fuch perfons as they 
pleafed. As the whole they alfumed in this cafe was of a ne- 
gative nature, it would-be impoffible to deteA them if they 
adted from caprice, as the word “ fufpicion” covered every 
thing. He accufed Minifters of no bad defign or difpqfttions, 
but he did not like to give fo much power without any necef- 
fity, and where there could be no refponfibility. He muft fay, 
therefore, that without proof of the circumftances upon which 
the bill was alledged to be necelfary, he muft give it his ne- 
gative. 

Lord MULGRAVE infilled on the necellity of the prefent 
bill, in order to. preferve the conftitution of this cpunfcry. His 
Lord Ih ip thought it ftrange, indeed, that gentlemen Ihould fay 
that there was i\o danger from feditious publications, when 
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their own eyes might afford fufficient evidence that every ftall 
was covered with them. With regard to focieties, he could 
not fay that he apprehended danger. from the very contemptible 
one eftablifhed for ConftituMonal Information ; but he con- 
fHled that he did apprehend danger from great and able men in 
that Houle lending the fan£tion of their names to their favourite 
principles, that he apprehended danger, and more efpecially 
when libels were taken out of the common courfe of difpofal 
by Courts of Law, and when Societies were formed under the 
fpecious title of Friends of the Liberty of the Prefs, for the 
purpofe of bringing the tribunal of trial by jury into difefteem, 
he thought it was time to be alarmed. This Society met fome 
time ago, for the exprefs purpofe, and with a determination 
to blame twelve Englilhmen for the verditfl they gave, upon 
their oaths, on the trial of Thomas Paine for a libel, tried at 
Guildhall on Tuefday the nth of December Iaft. Thefc re- 
folutions would fliew that it was the determination of the 
gentlemen of this meeting to ccnfure that verdi£t, and to blame 
twelve men upon their oaths lor their verdl£t. His Lordlhip 
faid, the refolutions Ihould fpeak for theinfelves, and therefore 
he would ptit the Houfe in pofleilion of their contents. ("Here 
he read the refolutions His Lordlhip then entered into ^ 

* LIBERTY OF THE PRESS. 

Free-mafon’s Tavern, Saturday, Dec. 22. 

AT a General Meeting of FRIENDS to the FREEDOM of the 
PRESS, convened this day by public advertife/nenr, 

GERARD NOEL EDWARDS, Efq. M. P. in the Chair, 
Unaniinoufly Refolvcd, 

1. That the Liberty of the Prefs is a right inleparable from die 

S ri nci pies of a free Government, and elfential to the fecurity of the 
Iritifli Conftitution. 

z. That this liberty conlifts in the free difeuffion and examina- 
tion of the principles of civil Government, and of all matters of pub- 
lic opinion. 

3. That no writing ought to be confidered as a public libel, and 
made the fubjeft of criminal profecution, unlefs fuch writing lhall 
appear to be publilhed with a defign to excite the people to relift the 
civil Magiftrate, orobftruf! the execution of the exiiling laws. 

4. That fuch publications may become proper objetfts of profeeu- 
tion ; and that the Executive Government is entrufted with powers 
amply fufficient for that purpofe. 

5. That we have therefore feen, with uneafinefs and alarm. ».::s 
formation of certain focieties, which, under the pretence of fup- 
porting tbfe Executive Magiftrate, and defending the Gw.-Tum-mt 
1 
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detail pf the nature and views of this Society ; he alfo took a 
view of the effect of libels in this country, and of the neceflity 
of checking them, and paid a handfome compliment to the 
jury who tried Mr. Paine for his Rights of Man ; he extolled 
alfo the trial by jury, and hoped it would remain in its purity, 
•when the efforts of vifionary reformers were forgotten. Ho 
took notice of Mr. Erfkine, his fpeech upon the trial, and his* 


again ft fedition, have held out general terrors againft the circulation 
of writings, which without deferibing them, they term fedittous, 
and entered into fubferiptions for the maintenance of profecutions- 
againft thfcm ; a proceeding doubtful as to its legality— -unconftitu- 
tioual in its principle, oppreffive in its operation, aud deftruitive of 
the Liberty of the Prefs. 

6. That fuch A floe iat ions have appeared to us the more excep- 
tionable from an attentive oblervation of their proceedings ; whilll 
mutually binding and engaging tbcmfelves to enforce the execution 
of the laws againft feditious libels, they have theml'elvcB produced 
and circulated 'publicarions, containing doctrines long fince explod- 
ed, and which if admitted, would prove the Revolution to have been 
an a£t of rebellion, and the title of the reigning family to the Throne 
<?f thefe kingdoms, to be founded in ufurpation and injuftice. 

7. That a fyftcm of jealoufy and arbitrary coercion of the people 
has been at all times dangerous to the liability of the Englifli Go- 
vernment. 

8. That anxious to preferve the public peace as connected with 
public liberty, this meeting coniiders it as an indifpenfable duty to 
warn their fellow fubje£ts againft all proceedings, which appear to 
be inconliftent with either, on whatever pretext they may be 
grounded ; we are therefore determined tooppofe to the utmoft of 
our power every attempt to prejudice any part of the Conftitution, 
to maintain that which appears to be its bell fecority, the Freedom 
of the Prefs ; and to ufe our endeavours to counteract the effeft of 
mealures which feem calculated to fupprefs that liberal fentiment and 
manly freedom of difeuflion, which form the life and foul of the 
Britifh Conftitution. 

9. That the thanks of this meeting are particularly due to the hon. 
Thomas Erfkine, for his Conftitutional defence 01 the freedom of 
opinion and the Liberty of the Prefs, in a late trial. A defence in 
which he difplayed ability, independence, zeal, and eloquence, 
never lurpafied on any former occafion at th& Englifh bar, though 
that defence was made under circumftances of fuch peculiar difficulty 
and embarraflment as required his determined fpirit and unfhaken 
fortitude to overcome, and though he had to encounter every preju- 
dice which art and induftry could excite. 

By Order of the Meeting, 

(Signed) GERARD NOEL EDWARDS, Chairman. 

Refolved, that the thanks of this meeting be given to the Chair- 
man, for his fair, honourable, and impartial condu&. 

Refolved, that this meeting do now adjourn until Saturday the 
19th of January next. 
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fubfequent appearance at the meeting of the Society of the 
Friends of the Liberty of the Prefs, and of the part he took at 
that meeting. He complimented him for his great abilities, 
but difapproved of his conduct in this particular, and rejoiced 
that . his eloquence and labour for fo many hours were not a 
match .for the plain common fenfe of twelve honeft men. - It 
had been faid that the Aflociation, which had exprelfed an in- 
tention of commencing profecutions againft the authors and 
publifhers of feditious writings, were confidered, in the eye 
of the law, as having been guilty of what an aft palled in the 
reign of Henry VIII, called maintenance. 

That aft, however, only went to private fuits ; and there- 
fore the accufation, in the prefent inftance did not apply. If 
it did apply, an honourable gentleman who had frequently 
fpoken againft the profecution of any opinions whatever, and 
who had been four months in preparing, and four hours in de- 
livering, a fpeech, for the purpofe of refeuing accufed perfons 
from arbitrary decifions in cafes of libel, had involved himfelf 
in the charge, by figning his name to one of thofe AfTociations. 
H is' Lordfhip then fpoke of the effeft of French principles, 
and alluded to the proceedings of the 10th of Auguft, and the 
ad of September. He ftated the faft of a gentleman having 
been hurried from his houfe, in the morning, to a Committee 
of lnfpeftion, which was one of thofe Courts, that under an 
arbitrary Government would perhaps have been branded by the 
title of inquifition: but though it had all the powers of a Court 
of Inquifition, it was, in the prefent order ot things, diftin- 
guifhed by the milder title of a Committee of Infpeftion. He 
was introduced to two Judges, one of whom was afleep, and 
the other telling him to lit down, as all were equal, accufed 
him of having been the real Editor of an obnoxious paper, the 
nominal editor of which he had told him he knew to be a mere 
man of ftraw. The gentleman allured him of his innocence, 
whereupon he was accufed of having gone to the frontiers and 
alfifted the emigrants with money. He declared that he could 
not have committed that crime as he had not quitted Paris for 
the laft twenty-three months. Three foldiers were then called, 
and ordered tp conduft him to an hotel in the Fauxbourgs, a 
circumftance of Come comfort to him, after having been de- 
tained at this Committee of {nfpeft ion till eleven o’clock at 
Vol. XXXIV. Nn 
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night ; but what was his aftonifhment and alarm to find that 
t hi s hotel, as it had been termed, was the prlfon of the Ab- 
baye ! Here he heard the ihrieks of murdered vi&ims, and 
anon, a dead {'lienee ; and then, again, thefe horrid cries, 
mingled with the fhouts of the mob, who called aloud for frefli 
carnage. After having been confined from Auguft to Sep- 
tember, he was taken before a Court of J uftice, the executive 
Officers of which Hood at the door without their coats, their 
Ihirts-fleeves tucked up, and their arms bathed in blood. 1 He 
is told not to (hew the lcaft inclination to fly at the peril of 
meeting the points of the fwords,. which thofe who guard him 
direct againft his breaft. He vindicates his innocence of the 
charges allcdged againft him ; and his judge, afking who is his 
acc nfer, and being told that he knows not, declares that, 
“ if he could tell w ho was his accufer, he would cut his head 
** off.” Thefe exclaimed his Lordfliip, are the effects of the 
damnable dodtrmes of equality,, doctrines founded in error and 
injuftice, and preached up with fo much art and induftry ! An 
honourable gentleman had faid, that thefe do&rines would be 
brought over into this country by fending foldiers into France. 
Such an a&, however, was not necelfary to bring thofe doc- 
trines into the army, if it were likely that foldiers would im- 
bibe them. Every means had already been ufedto fpread thefe 
doctrines among them. But they fcorned to imbibe them in 
time of peace, and it w'as not likely that they would more rea- 
dily adopt them in war. It was for the purpofe of preventing 
the mifehief that muff neceffarily arife from' the propagation 
of thofe do&rines, that the prefent bill had been brought for- 
ward.; and he fhould give it every polfible fupport. 

Major MAITLAND obferved, that the noble Lord had 
faid, that feel? doctrines were not to be found in the Britifh, 
army. He w'as happy to hear that intelligence ; but he muff 
fay, if a judgement were to be formed from the conduct of 
Minifters, they had proved that they entertained a very diffe- 
rent opinion, by wifhing to. confine them in barracks. 

The Marquis of TITCHFlELD faid, he thought it pro- 
per to ftate the ground on which he Ihould give his vote upon, 
this occafion. He Ihould fupport the bill, becaufe he believed, 
that we had feme danger to apprehend ; but he muft repeats 
what he had fetd already On. this fubjeft, that it appeared to hiuq 
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that the calamity with which we were now threatened, was 
owing in fome degree to the negligence of bur Minifters. • If 
they had been as vigilant as they ought, they might have Avert- 
ed the diftrefs which this country was about to feel. He ex- 
prefled no-general fatisfadion at the condud of adirti niftration, 
but fupported this bill merely becaufe he thought it a neceflary 
mcafure. 

Mr. WINDHAM approved of the principle of the bill, 
Sts he had exprefled himfelf on a former day ; he had heard 
gentlemen fay they knew not on what principle this bill could 
be fuppprted, and he would, by way of general obfervation, 
fay that he knew of no principle on which it ought to be op- 
pofed. He differed with many of his friends on the ftate of 
the danger of this country at the prefent time : and he mull fay, 
that when the feflion commenced, he thought there could not 
be much difference of opinion as to the exigence of fome dan- 
ger, and afterwards when this bill came before the Houle, he 
hoped that the opinion of honourable gentlemen would be fo 
nearly like each other, that the only queftion would be, what 
fort of a bill fhould be paffed to protect the general interefts of 
the country ; but he "was very much difappointed, for now he 
found that the whole of that ground on which the bill was 
founded was denied ; he mu ft declare, however, that nothing 
that he had heard yet, contributed to change the opinion he 
had formed on this fubjed before ; he had heard no new fad, 
or reflection upon any old fait, that had in the leaft degree al- 
tered his opinion. Propofitions indeed had been ftated, but 
they were all liable to one objection, they were all general. 
Such, for inftance, as that danger did not exift ; or that Mi- 
nifters deferved no confidence, or that the emigrants could not 
be diftinguiflied the one from the other ; thefe obfervations 
were very ingenious; but all that he would fay was, that they 
were all very much nut of their place, and to fiich general Ob- 
fervations he could only return general anfwers, which was, 
that the accounts of in furred ions, or of probable infurredions, 
and other dangers, could not be judged of by detached ads, 
but muft be taken altogether, as it were in combination : it 
would be- as ridiculous in Miniftry, in fuch a fituation as this 
country was in at prefent, to give to that Houfe any fpecific 
fad which they knew of, as it was in the cafe, where a taut, 
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to give a fpecirnen of his houfe, brought a brick in his pocket. 
In this cafe fingte fa£ls were nothing, ' but when they were 
taken jointly with other circutnftances, then they became of 
importance. He did not like to go over thefe points, not be- 
cauie fails were not with them, but bccaufe the caufe mull 
fuffer in detail. He faid, he was far from being of opinion, 
that gentlemen on the other (the miniflerial) "fide of the Houfe, 
were the framers and artificers of the alarm, which had fpread 
over the country, becaufe that conclufion did not correfpond 
with fails and dates. 

Some time previous to the meeting of Parliament, he was 
fb far from thinking that Miniltcrs had ihewn an endeavour to 
create an alarm, that he confelled the greateft fubjeil of his 
alarm was, that Minifters did not ftate any thing upon thefub- 
jedl to the Public. He thought, that a fort of inattention, or 
fupinenefs was imputable to them, and this was a caufe of his 
alarm. As to the number of perfons who were fuppofed to be 
difaffeited, or whofe intentions might be dangerous, he had 
never reprefented them as forming any thing like a majority in 
this country ; if they had, wc iliould not have walked the 
ftreets in fafety,, nor afiembled in that Houfe in quiet ; but he 
knew that fir eng th with fuch perfons, although weak at firft, 
muft in time be very formidable, and they would take care to 
be well acquainted with their power before they came to adl 
upon their opinion. He did not pretend to know exactly how 
thefe perfons felt, or when they intended to commit violence, 
but if he was to judge from the confidence of the looks of cer- 
tain perfons, he would fay that, according to their fuppofition, 
the time was hot very diitant. Here Mr. WindHam alluded to 
the perfons who were lately con v idled of endeavouring to 
blow up the wall of the King’s Bench prifon j to the expref- 
fions of one of them, who had threatened to murder Lords 
Thurlow and Kenyon ; to the correfpondence they were faid 
to hold with a Reformation Society in the Borough ; to the aid 
they expedled from a mob, after they had effected their efcape ; 
and then maintained that thefe things were evidence of public 
danger, and. cal led for the vigilance of Government ; and he 
was of opinion that the prefent bill was a proper meafurc td Se 
adopted on this occafion. And as to the hardships which had 
been Rated to affefit certain French perfons in this country, they 
3 
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mull affeft fomebody, and he could not believe that the dlfcre- 
tion given to Minifters was fuch as Parliament (hould not 
grant. He maintained, that from the nature' of the power to 
be given to Minifters, there was no probability of their abuling 
it. Befides, there was a material difference in the operation of 
a hill of this fort, as applied to the cafe of a native, and that of 
a foreigner. In the aft of tranfportation, for inftance, to a 
native, it is almoft equal in horror to fentence of death ; but 
to a foreigner, who- came here, perhaps, from compulfion, 
and was eager to go away again, it was no punilhment ; to 
fuch a perfon, it was fomething like drowning a fifh. In 
lhort,' Mr. Windham faid, he had not the leaft difficulty in 
giving this bill his fupport, and in confidering this as one of 
the inftances in which he was about to fupport Government. 
As much had been faid lately on fupporting Adminiftration, it 
became perhaps neceflary for him to fay a few words upon that 
fubjeft, otherwife he (hould have contented himfelf with Am- 
ply giving his opinion upon the fubjeft in debate. Upon the 
fubjeft, therefore, of fupporting Adminiftration, he begged to 
be underftood as fpeaking no fentiments but his own, as had 
been the cafe lately ; not that he thought fuch conduft impro- 
per or indelicate ; yet, as he had no fuch authority, it would 
be improper in him ; he {hould therefore fay what were his 
own ideas upon that fubjeft. What did any man mean, when 
he faid he would fupport Adminiftration ? Why he meant this, 
that he would fupport them in a fair, liberal conftruftion of 
the word, which {hould be underftood according to the time 
and circumftances of the Speaker, and Government — this was 
language for a gentleman on the oppofition fide of the Houfe. 
When a gentleman on the other fide faid, that he meant to 
fupport Adminiftration — What did he mean ? Did he mean to 
fay he would fupport Government right or wrong? Certain- 
ly not. No man could be expefted to be fo deftitute of prin- 
ciple; it only meant that he would fupport them while he 
thought they were right, but to declare it was rather unnedef- 
fary. It was peculiarly the fubjeft of debate in the year 17849 
-and was the bafis of the difference between him and the pre- 
fent Adminiftration ; and he was ftill of opinion that the judg- 
ment of Parliament (hould have an unifon with the general 
pip&jgf of Adminiftration, and that none {hould be appointed 
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contemplation. On the neceflity of the bill he had the mif- 
fortune to differ from his right honourable friend (Mr. Fox). 
The inftances in which he had hitherto differed from him were 
bu| few, and he was fure they would not now be more. Such 
accidental differences he regretted only as his high opinion of 
the fuperior talents of his right honourable friend made him 
always fufpeft his own judgement. More than this it was not 
only unneceflary, but improper, to fay. It would be'unwor- 
thy of him, as a Member of Parliament, doing his duty, as' in. 
his confcience he thought right — would be unworthy of the 
character of his right honourable friend, whofe generous, can- 
did, and manly mind would fcorn any iupport but that of men 
who fupported him on principle, and who would openly avow 
a difference of opinion when they felt it- If the country had 
received much benefit from the exertions of his right honoura- 
ble friend and thofe who adled with him, their prefent diffe- 
rence would be an advantage, not a lofs. The Public would 
give them credit fs>r the integrity of their motives, when they 
were feen to differ in opinion, and confequcntly for the fame 
motives when they were feen to concur j fo that he trufled 
their ^onnedtion, by the prefent difference, would be ftreng- 
thened, not impaired. 

Mr. MITFORD faid, that, in his opinion, the very rea- 
fojis whiefi had been adduced againll the probability of danger 
proved its exiflcnce. He then proceeded to explain the claufe 
of Magna Charta, for the purpofe of proving that the prefent 
bill did not operate as the virtual repeal of that claufe. Pre- 
cedents, Mr. Mitford obferved, were v by no means wanting for 
the fanftion of.the prefent meafure. In the reign of Henry 
the Fourth the influx of foreigners was greatly feared, and or- 
ders were iffued, that, if vefTels fhould arrive at the different 
ports with foreigners, thofe foreigners fhould be detained in 
the ports, as their influx was a fubjefl of much alarm. The 
prefent aft, however, particularly afeertained who were pro- 
per, and who were improper, objefts to be received. Many 
perfons, doubtlefs, who had joined in the firft Copflitution 
might with to quit their country, but he trufled that no fuch 
perfons would fuffer. It was not intended to deny the hofpi- 
tality and protection of the country to fuch men as La Fayette, 
a*} thofe who had been the framers pf the late monarchical * 
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Conftitution of France. It was the opinion* he believed, of 
thefe men, that when they had departed from the form of Bri- 
tifh Government in framing a Conftitution for their country, 
they had a£ted unwifely ; and that if they had not done Co ,. 
France might have (till been faved. They were not likely'to 
prove hoftile to the Britifli Government. An honourable gen- 
tleman had exprelTed a wHh, that we could draw a line round 
France, or round this country, for the purpofd of faving us - 
from the contagion of French principles. The prefent bill 
tended to draw that line, and to produce, as much as poflible, 
fo falutary an efle£L What the nature of- the French-princi- 
ples were, was evident from the refolutions of certain focie- 
ties, and from the writings circulated in this country. That 
dangerous do&rines had been introduced into this country was 
evident from certain cant words that were common. One of 
thefe, the tf national will,” he was forry to fee in the report of 
a late fjpeech by a learned gentleman (Mr. Erfkine). The 
phrafe, he believed, had not been ufed by the learned gentle- 
man, but infcrted by the nevvfpaper reporter ; the infertion, 
however, was a proof that the phrafe was familiar to the mind 
of the reporter. The refolutions of the Society at Norwich 
boldly avowed their principles, and ftated, as one of them, 
that when the national will was freely exprelTed by the majo- 
rity of the people, it ought not by any other power or autho-. 
rity to be fet alkie. He, for his part, Mr. Mitford laid, knew 
no other mode of exprefling the national, will but by. adl of 
Parliament. The national opinion might be exprelTed without 
doors ; but the nation had no other right, and could make no 
formal a£T, independent of its Parliament, than that of peti- 
tioning, though Mr. -Paine had thought proper to treat that 
right with contempt. Another of the dodtrines for which the 
advocates of French principles contended was, “ Liberty and 
** Equality.” Such terms, however, were inconfiftent ; for 
where equality was eftablilhed liberty could not polfibly cxift. 
Liberty and equality could exift together only on paper, or in 
the cry of a mob. Where dillinction of orders was deltroyed. 
Government was at an end. The principle of equality was 
totally inconfiftent with a well-conltituted Government, which, 
as in this country, having the people as the bafe of the pyra- 
mid, and the various orders riling, by imperceptible grada- 
Vol. XXXIV. Oo 
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tions, one above the other, boafts the Crown for its point. 
Such was not the cafe in France ! 

Mr. Mitford here applied the following paflage from Shake- 
fpeare’s Troilus and CreSfida to the prefent dtilrafted Slate of 
prance : 

- ‘‘.Take but degree away, untune that firing, 

“ And, hark ! what difeord follows, each thing meets 
“In men oppugnancy : the hounded waters 
Should lift their bofoms higher than the Shores, 

“ And make a fop of all this folid globe : 

“ Strength Should be hard of imbecility, 

“ And the rude fon Should Strike his father dead ; 

‘‘ Force Should be right, or, rather, right or wrong, 

‘‘ (Between whofe endlefs jar Juftice refides). 

“ Should lofe their names, and fo Should Juftice too. 

. “ Then every thing includes itfelf in power, 

“ Power into will, will into appetite ; 

“ And appetite, an univerfal wolf, 

“ So doubly feconded with will and power, 

“ Muft make, per force, an univerfal prey, 

“ And, laft, eat up himfclf. ” 

In that country, in the language of the writer. Appetite, led 
on by Will and Power, would make every thing its prey, till 
at laft, it Should devour itfelf! There could be no government, 
no order, no peace, no fecurity for Europe, or for this coun- 
try, till the whole fyflem on which the French had been lately 
a&ing was abandoned, and a better taken up in its room. 

Mr. FOX faid, Shat it was his intention to have taken no- 
tice of thofe fubje&s merely appertaining to the bill, but it 
had been treated in fuch a general manner, and fo many col- 
lateral Subjects introduced, that he found it difficult to proceed. 
He would begin with the Slate of the country, and examine 
what degree of danger existed when Parliament met, and 
what degree of 'danger exifted now. His opinion on the firft 
day of the feffion, and he hoped he Should not be mifunder- 
ftood, or what he faid mifinterpreted now, as had been the 
cafe then, was, that no danger exifted to juftify the meafure 
of calling out the militia and aftembling Parliament, and the 
jpnanner in which this was done. His honourable friend (Mr.. 
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Windham) had faid, that the dangers alledged in the procla- 
mation were not to be judged of in detail ; that they would 
make no figure mentioned individually, but .were to be efti- 
mated'by the impreffion made upon every man’s mind, by the 
whole taken together. That they were not to be detailed he 
was ready to admit, for. 

Dolus verfatur in generalibus. 


they would not bear detailing ; if they were to be mentioned 
individually, they would appear fo many infignificant circum- 
ffances, as to excite ridicule inftead of alarm, arid therefore 
his right honourable friend did right in begging that they 
might be fo mentioned. The danger, whatever might be its 
degree, had two fources. Firft, the fear of the propagation 
of French opinions in this country ; and next, the fear of the- 
progrcfs of the French arms. Thefe might for one purpofe 
be taken conjointly, but he intreated that they might be firft 
confidered diftindlly, for he faw them in very different points 
of view. The propagation of French opinions in thi« coun- 
try was, in his opinion, fo very fmall, fo very much confined, 
as to afford no ferious caufe of alarm to any mind of rational 
conftancy. It had been faid that the proclamation at the clofc 
' of the laft feflion of Parliament, had checked the growth of 
the evil; but this was a mere gratis difium, for thofe who faid 
fo were not able to adduce juridical, lor that was not required 
of them, but prudential proof that it had ever exifted. What 
then was the alarm ? Thofe who thought they had caufe for 
alarm in May, might naturally think that they had ftill greater 
caufe ; that thofe who entertained thofe obnoxious opinions 
would diileminate them with greater confidence, would a£t on 
them with greater boldnefs when the French arms profpered. 
For parts of the country where he had not refided he did not 
pretend to anfwer ; but in this town at leaft, and, as he had 
every reafon to believe, in all other parts of the kingdom, 
thefe French opinions were not adopted to any degree that 
could be called alarming. His honourable friend had faid, let 
them compare the phenomena with the theory, and they could 
hot fail to be convinced of the danger. His honourable friend’s 
mind, he rather believed, was fo full of the theory, that he 
coyld «ot help inferring the phenomena, inftead of railing the 
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theory from well-afcertained phenomena. He (Mr. Fox) had 
always faid, that whatever progrefs the do&rines of France 
might make in other countries, they would make but little 
here, where rational liberty was enjoyed and underftood. He 
founded his hopes of this on his own opinion of the Conftitu- 
tion, and the attachment of the people to it, and the event 
had juftified his hopes in (lead of the fears of fome other per- 
fons. If real danger had exifted, if thofe fronvwhom it was 
apprehended had been proceeding to action, if they had been 
riling in arms, if they had been going to take polfeflion of the 
Tower, (fuppofitions which now no man believed) then indeed 
calling out the militia would have been a wife and a necefiary 
meafure. But if no fuch adt was impending, to what purpole 
was a military force prepared ? To repel opinion. Opinions 
Were never yet driven out of a country by pikes, and fwords, 
and guns. Againft them the militia was no defence. How 
then were they to be met if they exifted ? By contempt, if 
they were abfurd ; by argument, if fpccious ; by profecutions, 
if they were feditious ; although that certainly was not a mode 
which he would recommend, but it was a mode which Mini- 
fters had before reforted to, and which they had Hill in their 
power. If, then, no a£f, founded on thefe opinions, was be- 
lieved to be committed or intended, they who voted againft the 
addr^fs on the firft day of the feflion were right, for no good 
ground had been laid for the meafures which they were called 
upon to approve. Could not Minifters have profecuted Paine 
without an army ? Was any apprehenfion ftated that the trial 
.would not be fuffered to go in the ufual courfe ? He had been 
afked by a learned gentleman whether or not a book with an 
evil tendency was to be declared innocent, becaufe not cou- 
pled with any a&, and without proof of extrinfic circum- 
ftances ? His anfwer was. Certainly not, but the evil ten- 
dency muft be proved. Sometimes the evil tendency might be 
evident from the book itfelf ; fometimes it might not, without 
being coupled with extrinfic circumftances ; and where this 
was the cafe, the extrinfic circumftances muft be proved to the 
fatisfadlion of the jury before they were warranted in pronoun- 
cing guilty. This was his opinion ; and this, he thought, had 
been fo fufficiently underftood by both lides of the Houfe in 
the debates on the Libel bill as to prevent any mifreprefenta- 
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tion. The alarm, then, on the propagation of opinions could 
not juftify the remedy which Minifters had adopted, efpccially 
when it was coupled with a falfe aflertion ofJnfurre£tions ; and 
therefore if it did not create, it certainly augmented, the alarm 
— he meant not in the mind cf his honourable friend : he had 
been full of alarm for feveral months — an alarm that had taken 
fuch complete pofleflion of his ardent imagination, that he 
could attend to nothing clfe, and he feared it Would be feveral 
months more before he could be fet right upon this fubje£L — 
Another ground of alarm was the progrefs' of the French 
arms. They who reprefented him as indifferent to that pro- 
grefs, did him great injuflice. He was by no means fo. . He 
thought the fame national fpirit that, under Louis XIV., had 
threatened the liberties of all Europe, might influence, and 
actually had influenced, the conduct of the French at prefent ; 
and he might perhaps think that this national fpirit was more 
likely to collcfl and a£l now than at the time to which he al- 
luded. He had even faid that this country ought to have in- 
terfered at an earlier period. He differed from a noble Lord 
(Wycombe) who had fpoken fo ably, and with fo much pro- 
priety, that he was forry he could not concur in all the noble 
Lord had faid on two material points. He was clearly of opi- 
nion that the navigation of the Scheldt, if not guaranteed to 
the Dutch by the letter of the treaty of 1788, w-as virtually 
guaranteed to them by that treaty, and, if they infifled upon 
it, would be a good caftts feeder is for going to war. He dif- 
fered alfo from the noble Lord in thinking, that however much 
he might difapprovc of any treaty at the time it was negocia- 
ting, w+ien concluded, it was as religioufly to be adhered to by 
thofe who difapproved of it as by thofe who mad<^ it. But in 
all tjiefe cafes bpth the contracting parties were to be confider- 
ed the principal and the ally, and they W’ere not to go to war, 
even in fupport of the treaty, without a mutual regard to the 
joint interefts of both. ' In the prefent cafe he thought it pro- 
bable that, confldering the rifk to be run, and the doubtful ad- 
vantage of the monopoly of the Scheldt, Holland might prefer 
the giving it up to the danger and expcnce of a war. If fo, 
furely it were not to force the Dutch into a war againft their 
own fenfe of their own intereft, becaufe we were their ally 
The decree of the French Convention of inftruCtion to their 
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generals, he ihould alfo confider as a declaration of hoftility, 
if not repealed, or -explained to our fatisfaCfion, always under* 
Handing that this fatisfa&iori was to be demanded in the pro- 
per way. He therefore faw caufes of external danger, and 
might perhaps think that it was in a great meafurc owing to 
the negleCt of Minifters ; but when he faw the armies and the 
fleets of France, and recollected that we had no public means 
of communication by which any differences that had arifen, or 
might arife, could be explained, the danger appeared great and 
imminent indeed. When he confidered the various relations 
_ in which we. flood with refpeCl to France, and the numerous 
points on which the two countries might interfere, the circum- 
ltance alone of having no public communication would in 
itfelf be a great caufe of peril. For this reafon he had voted 
for an army and a navy, not for any of the eccentric reafons 
given by his honourable friend (Mr. Windham), that he would' 
fupport Minifters, not becaufe he thought them unfit for their 
fituations, but becaufe he never knew a Minifter fo bad as that 
he would not truft him with a fleet and army rather than ex- 
pofe the country to danger. Having thus diferiminated the 
internal and external danger, he Would afk how the meafures 
that had been adopted were the proper remedy. If conlidercd 
diftin&ly, either the meafure or the mode did not apply. If 
conneCled, the remedy for the one was no remedy for the 
other. If France threatened to invade Holland, or refufed an 
explanation of the offenfive decree, calling out the militia 
would be right ; but for crufhing objectionable opinions or 
doCtrines afluredly not. He knew not how to fight an opi- 
nion, nor did hiftory furnifh him with inftruCtion. The opi- 
nions of Luther and of Calvin had been combated by arms ; 
there was no want of war, no want of blood, no want of con- 
federacies of princes, to extirpate them. Were they extir- 
pated ? No ; they had fpread and flourifhed by bloodihed and 
perfecution. The comparifon of thefe with opinions of ano- 
ther defeription might feem invidious $ but it was fo only if 
they were attacked by reafon, not if attacked by war. By 
force and power, no opinion, good or bad, truth or herefy, 
had ever been fubdued. But then, it was faid, if we went to 
war, one of the weapons of the French would be inflilling 
their, opinions into the minds of our people. If it was, he 
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traded it would fail. But would a danger fo much dreaded in 
peace be lefs in time of war — war, it was to be hoped, would 
be fuccefsful ; but were we fuch children as to forget, that in 
war the fway of fortune was great, and that the burden of 
certain taxes, difguft at ill fuccefs, and indignation at mifeon- 
du£t, would difpofe the minds of men to receive do£trines and 
impreflions unfavourable to the Conftitution r Even all this 
he hoped they would refill ; but it would be putting them to a 
feverer trial than he wifhed to fee. On thefe opinions it was 
not neceflary for him to fay, that he who loved the Conftitu- 
tion difapproved of the opinions of thofe who faid that we had 
no Conftitution. Ilis love of the Conftitution was to the Con- 
ftitution on its old form, which had fubfifted by conftant re- 
formation, and was of fuch a nature, that if it was not im- 
proving, it was in a ftate of decay. He was happy to find by 
the refolutions from various parts of the country, that, in his 
opinion, he was not lingular. Like every human produ&ion, 
the Conftitution was not perfect, and if it were, it would not 
long continue fo, unlefs the pra&ice of it were carefully 
watched, if that fpirit of vigilance on the part of the People, 
which was its beft fecurity, were lulled to fleep. Melancholy, 
therefore, as the prefent profpe£t was, he faw more danger 
than ever from that profpe£l, from pulhing the prefent alarm 
too far, making them fee the picture all on one fide — the dan- 
gers of anarchy only, while they were inattentive to the abufes 
and encroachments of the executive power on the other. If 
the bill was intended to guard us againft internal danger, 
while we were at war with France, we knew that in 1 715 and 
1745 the French had not been fparing of attempts to fow dif- 
fentions, and excite rebellion in the country, and yet we had, 
by the commercial treaty, provided for the prote£tion of the 
aliens of both countries, even after an a£lual declaration of 
war ! Did it guard againft the introdu&ion of opinions ? 
No — we had not yet come to the meafure of prohibiting all 
French books and papers, which Spain had adopted about a 
year ago ; nor was the policy or the wifdom of it fo much ap- 
plauded as to induce us to follow the example. But thefe opi- 
nions were propagated by convex fation. What! did a French- 
man, when he landed, find an audience to underftand the. 
terms of his philofophy, and immediately 6pen a fort of Tufi. 
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culaji difputation P Were they difleminated in clubs and con- 
vivial meetings, where men were difpofed to approve rather 
of what was animated than what was propet? The very idea 
of a Frenchman getting up to harangue in his broken ; Eng- 
lish, at fuch a meeting, was too ridiculous to be mentioned. 
If they were propagated at all, it mull be by Englifh agents, 
and thefe, if any fuch there were, which he did not much 
believe, would remain in the kingdom if every foreigner was 
fent out of it. 

The preamble of the bill was a complete delufion, for it 
dated the extraordinary refort of aliens to this country, as the 
pretence of the bill, while every body knew that extraordinary 
Tcfort to be occafioned by circumftances that had no connec- 
tion with it. The fpirit of it was kept up in the mode of the 
defence ; for it was faid by one gentleman, that 400 aliens had 
marched into London in one day ; while another gentlemen 
(Mr- Burke) faid he had examined thefe aliens, and found that 
they were not dangerous. Surely where that right honourable 
gentleman faw no danger, every body elfe might be perfectly at 
cafe. Were an office to be inffituted for the purpofe of exa- 
mining the opinions of individuals, and how they flood af- 
fected to the Conftitution of the country, no perfon could be 
better qualified than the right honourable gentleman to conduct 
the enquiry. Thofe who fhould {land this teft, and meet 
with his approbation, might be reckoned found indeed. 
With refpecl to the emigrants, among whom it was meant 
to make a diftinCtion by the bill, he would protcCl thofe 
who had fallen a facrifice to their opinions in favour of the old 
government of France; not becaufe he approved of" their 
principles, but becaufe he refpe&ed their misfortunes. With 
refpeCl to thofe who fuffered for their attachment to the new 
Conftitution, he had heard it faid by a perfon of high rank; 
that, if La Fayette were here, he ought to be fent out of the 
country. Was this to be endured ? War. it fit to veft any 
Mipiftcrs with fuch a power, merely in the hope that they 
yyould.not abufe it? The third description, thofe who had 
fled for fear of punifhment, for being concerned in the de- 
teftable maflacre of the 2d of September, all men would wifh 
to fee removed} but this was a fufficient ground for a parti- 
cular law.. The horrors of that day ought not to be mentioned 
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as the a£l of the French government, or the French people, 
for both difclaimed it ; but to difclaim was not enough. That 
the crime was not prevented or followed up by linking exam- 
ples of punilhment, would be an indelible dilgrace to Paris 
and to France ; but Were we to go to war on account of thefe 
inhuman murders? No war could be rational that had not 
fome object, which being obtained, made way for peace. 
We were not', he trulled, going to war for the relloration of 
the old French government, nor for the extermination of the 
French people. What then had the horrors committed in 
France to do with the reafons of war? but they had to do with 
the pallions of men, and were held out to blind their judgement 
by exciting their indignation. That we might have a rational 
and intelligible account of the obje£t for which we were go- 
ing to war, he had made the propofitions on which the Houle 
had already decided ; and notwithftanding their ill fuccefs, he 
jhould not defift' till fuch an account was obtained. The pre- 
rogative of the Crown to fend foreigners out of the kingdom, 
faid to be left untouched by the bill, ought not to remain in 
doubt. The fingle inftance produced from the reign of Henry 
the Fourth was counterbalanced by another in the fame reign, 
when the King did the fame thing by the authority of Parlia- 
ment which he had done before by his own power. He be- 
lieved that the prerogative did not exift, and if it did, that it 
was too dangerous to be fullered to remain. If, on the other 
hand, it was a prerogative for the good of the people — if, in- 
deed, the word people was not expunged from, our political 
dictionary — the good of the people being the only foundation 
that he knew for any prerogative, it was fit that it Ihould be 
clearly defined and underftood, either by an enabling or a de- 
claratory law. In anfwer to Lord Mulgrave, he paid a hand- 
fome compliment to Mr. Erlkine, to whofe abilities and per- 
feverance it was owing that the verdi £1 of a jury could now be 
had on the guilt or innocence of any writing charged as libel- 
lous ; and faid, that he would have been guilty of a breach 
of honour in his profeffion if he had fhrunk from the defence 
of Mr. Paine, or Ihewed .that any man profecuted in this 
country could be deprived of the advantage of counfel, where 
t:ounfel was allowed by law. To the charge of inconfiftency 
in having figned the declaration of a fbciety againft feditious 
Vol. XXXIV, Pp 
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writings, while he thought fuch focieties illegal, he faid he did 
not underftand the declaration as meaning to profecute any 
writings by fubfcription ; he had by woat he faid at the meet- 
ing exprefsly guarded himfelf in this particular, and was told 
that the money fubfcribed was not for any fuch purpofe, but 
to pay for papers and advertifements. If he had mifunder- 
ftood the one, or been mi (informed in the other, he would 
withdraw his name. He had iigned a declaration of attach* 
fnent to the Conditution, becaufe he thought it of importance 
at the prefent moment to let foreigners, and efpecially the 
French, lee that men of all defcriptions were firmly attached 
to it ; that they had been grossly deceived by the addredes from 
this country, which told them that their doctrines were very 
generally adopted here — that they had been deceived by the 
Minifter's proclamations, dating that there was great danger 
from their doftrines ; that they were deceived by the alarms 
exprefled by fome of his own friends. This he had done, and 
every thing confident with honour he would dill do to prevent 
a war with France; more efpecially a war on falfe hopes, on 
,one part, and falfe grounds on the other. On the fubjedfc of 
party-conne&ions it was fcldom proper, at all times difficult, 
to fpeak, and he was not called upon to do it. He would juft 
only Ihew his honourable friend a few of the confequences 
from the doctrine he had laid down. His honourable friend 

t 

would oppofe a minidry where he had hopes of turning them 
out, and feeing his friends get into their places; but when 
thefe hopes were at an end he would join them. Many of 
thoie who had formerly oppofed Miniders had done fo ; more, 
would follow their example ; but they had never dreamt that 
they fliould have fo good a defence for their condu£l as the 
fyftem of his right honourable friend — a doctrine much more 
convenient for others than he was fure it would be for himfelf. 
Did his right honourable friend fee the confequences of this 
do&rine ? Could he, upon refie&ion, reconcile it with his 
high notions of honour ? Was it a fit leflon to teach Minif- 
ters, that if by their mifeonduit the public fafety was brought 
into danger, then they ftiould have the fupport of thoie who 
had before oppofed them ? Was it proper thus to hold out a 
reward to mifcondind ? Would it curb the inordinate and 
felfidi ambition of men in power to fay, that if be thought 
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them fo good as to refign their places rather than their coun- 
try (hould fuffer, he would oppofe them ; but if he thought 
them fo bad as to facrifice their country to their own love of 
peace, he {hould feel himfeif bound not ohly to withdraw his 
oppofition, but to join them. Thus he libld out a premium 
to a wicked and pernicious ambition, ^nd, in fad, faid to 
Minifters, in order to retain your places/ and enfure our fup- 
port to your power, you have only to bring the” country to the 
brink of ruin. If his honourable friend did join Minifters, 
they would not have much reafon to be proud, for on his own 
principle, in proportion to the fupport he gave them, would 
be his bad opinion of thofe to whom he went, and his good 
opinion of thofe whom he left. Mr. Fox concluded with 
moving, that the farther confideration of the bill be poftponcd 
to that day three weeks, in order to give time for enquiry into 
the grounds of the necellity alledged for adopting it. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that he felt himfeif called 
upon to fpeak on the prefent occafion, though from the cir- 
cumftance of his abfence on former debates, (an abfence 
which the diftinguifhed talents of his honourable friend left 
him no reafon to regret) the ground of difcuftion had .already 
been pre-occupied, and the greatcft part of which he had now 
to bring forward, anticipated with a degree of ability which 
had its full effect upon the minds of the Houfe, and had left 
for him only to urge the fame topics. In the explanation, 
therefore, which he now felt himfeif bound to give, he (hould 
crave the indulgence of the Houfe if he (hould be found to re- 
peat what had already been fully inlifted on. He oblerved 
that a great variety of matter had been introduced in this 
evening’s debate ; and though he thought that the bill before 
the Iloufe might be juftified upon much narrower ground, dill 
lie did not complain of any irregularity, as he confidered that 
matter as connected with the iituation of affairs, from which 
arofe the neceflity for the prefent mcaftire. A right honoura- 
ble gentleman (Mr. Fox) had afiumed as a principle, that no 
bill of this fort ought to be brought forward, except upon 
fome ground of pofitive circumftances upon which it was 
founded being dated in the preamble. He mud remark, .how- 
ever, that this objection came rather too late, after four or 
five difcuftions had already taken place, more efpecially wjth 
* P p 2 
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refpedt to a bill which was from its nature urgent, and which 
if it was proper to be patted at all, ought to be patted imme- 
diately. That he (Mr. Fox) indeed, who had declared him- 
felf an enemy to the principle of the bill, fliould propofe a 
delay of three weeks in order to enquire into the circumftances 
upon which it was founded , was not furprifing ; and as this 
delay would take place chiefly during the holidays, a feafon 
by no means favourable to the forwarding of fuch an enquiry, 
the propofition was almott tantamount to the rejedtion pf the 
bill ; but it was by no means probable that thofe who approved 
of the principle of the bill, who thought it called for by the 
circumftances of the time, and ncceirary both to the internal 
and external fccurity of the country, would ealily be brought 
to concur in fuch a delay. The only ground indeed upon 
which this delay could be juftified, was, that the prefent bill 
was an objedl of juridical and not of legiflative deliberation. But 
would the right honourable gentleman deny, that the propriety 
of the Executive Government interfering in particular cir- 
cumftances to fend ftrangers out of the country, or to regulate 
their reftdence while they fhould remain in it, was a fair ob- 
jedt of legiflative deliberation ? On different occafions, in the 
hiftory of this country, the Habeas Corpus adt had been fuf- 
pended without any previous notice having been given. The 
prefent bill he confidered as a meafure of precaution, no lefs 
fair when there occurred an occafion that called for it, than 
an augmentation of the naval or military force of the coun- 
try : it. was founded in fadts of notoriety, and the moft evi- 
dent dedu&ions of reafoning. If he was called upon to ftate 
the particular grounds upon which the bill was founded, the 
only difficulty which he fliould find, was, that thefe grounds 
were in themfelves far greater than the magnitude of the mea- 
fure. If he fhould only ftate, that by fome extraordinary oc- 
currence, fome .unforefeen and inevitable calamity of nature, 
great numbers of foreigners had come into this country with- 
out the means of fubfiftence, without being brought for any 
purpofes of commerce, or without any poflibility of diferimi- 
nation, even this he - fhould confider as affording a fufficient 
objedt of jealoufy and attention : but when it appeared that 
thefe came from a country whofe principles were inimical to 
the peace and order of every other government ; and though 
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many of them, no doubt, had fled here in order to find a re- 
fuge from the fword of perfecution, there was. but too much 
reafon to fufpe<ft, that among thefe had mingled emifiaries for 
prey, regard for our own interefts, and for the fafety of the 
country, enforced the neceflity of peculiar vigilance. 

In addition to all thefe circumilances, we find that in the 
councils of that country, from which thefe pcrfons had come, 
there had been adopted a fyftem of propagating, by every 
means of art and force, principles inimical to the Government 
of every country, and that they were now actually carrying on 
a war againft the eft abli filed government of other countries, 
under the fpecious pretext of promoting the cauie of freedom. 
When he had dated thefe circumrtances, would it be faid that 
the prefent bill had been brought forward without any evidence 
or ground of danger. But he now came to the climax of all. 
In this country itfelf there had been found perfons who pro- 
fefled the fame principles with thofe maintained in the coun-' 
cils of that neighbouring ftate, and held out the model of their 
government as an obje£t of applaufe and imitation ; nay, who 
had induftrioufly propagated, and publicly avowed, that they 
a£ted with them in concert : they had held a correfpondence 
with the affiliated focieties of Jacobins ; they had prefented 
addreffes to the Convention, and had there been received, en- 
couraged, and cherifhed, and had in return met with offers of 
fraternity and fuccour. Was there then not reafon to fuppofe, 
that perfons might have been fent to this country, with a view 
of carrying on that concert ? Was not this obvious to the 
underrtanding and feelings of every honourable gentleman pre- 
fent ? He fhould ftate nothing from his own perfonal informa- 
tion, as he confidered that there was in the prefent inftance 
fufficient ground of a&ion and decifion without fuch informa- 
tion : he fhould only, in general, fay, that, as far as he had 
opportunity of knowing, he had reafon to be confirmed in 
every fufpicion, which arofe from that fituation of affairs 
which he had now ddfcribed. It had been afked, what were 
the number of thofe who had been concerned in enormities too 
Shocking to relate in a neighbouring ftate, who were now in 
this country ? He trailed, however, that the progrefs of the 
bill would not be ftopt to enquire, by a feledfc committee, 
what was the number of thefe perfons^ whether they were 
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eighteen or nineteen ? what was the degree of mifchief which 
fhey might commit, or whether they had been fent here for the 
moft horrid of all purpofes, with refpeft to the Royal Family. 
In all fuch enquiries the evidence that could be obtained was 
only by hearfay, which was always uncertain. The number 
of thofe perfons, he could affirm, who had been concerned in 
fuch lhocking enormities, and were now in this country, had 
been Hated from good authority, and it was from a miftake that 
a noble perfon had been reprefented as having from no autho- 
rity given any account of their number. But if he knew 
that there was one, that alone afforded fufficient ground of 
fufpicion that there were more. And if there were more, it 
was to be recollected that thefe were not to aft upon their 
fingle (trength, but in conjunction with thofe in this country, 
who entertained feditious views. In this point of view, it 
was to be remarked that a mob, which might at any other 
time be difregarded, became in fuch a fituation truly alarming, 
the fmalleft fpark might produce an explofion, while they were 
a fet of defperate idividuals determined to take advantage of 
every public commotion, and convert it to their own purpofes. 
The danger then arofe not from individual ftrength, but from 
the confideration of the whole of the fituation of the country. 

A great number of foreigners had come into it ; there were 
no means of diferiminating their characters \ and as they ten- 
dered the fafety of the country, it became neceifary that at the 
prefent moment thefe ffiouki be objefts of prudence and vigi- 
lance. He was a little furprized how it was poflible, in the 
prefent inftance, to feparate domeftic from external danger^ or 
how a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) on the other 
fide, with that found judgement and acute difeernment which 
he pofleifed, could be capable of making fuch a reparation. 
He ffiould have confidcred the domeftic alarm as fufficient 
ground for the prefent bill, much more, when to it was added 
the confideration of external danger. If there were perfons at 
home difaffefted to the conftitution, and defirous to overturn, 
the eftabliffied form of government, and if thefe were in c on* 
ceit with perfons abroad, he ffiould certainly confider this no* 
.is hfs rrafon to guard againft machinations at home, and to 
•w-.*:- h enuduft of thofe abroad. Was it not an evident 
eonfcqucncc ffiic concert that the danger rauft bq increafed* 
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as the dortieftte and external danger would mutually operate 
upon each other ? Yet after all that had been ftated, there are 
fome who pretend to tell us, that they fear no internal alarm, 
that they fee no caufe of danger. Notwithftandihg the general 
fenliment of the country and -of that Houfe, they have the 
hardihood to treat the whole as the effe£l of minifterial artifice* 
Had minifterial artifice made thofe who had hitherto a died 
upon a fyftem of oppofition, now concur in the opinion of this 
danger ? Had it made all the Members in that Houfe, except 
ten or fifteen, agree in the fame f'entiment ? Had minifterial 
artifice excited but one opinion in the country with refpedl to 
this danger from one end of it to the other ? But it was faid, 
that the alarm had been produced by the meafures of calling 
out the militia, and alTembling Parliament: he would afk 
whether the week before thefe meafures had been adopted, the 
appearance of alarm had been greater or lefs than the week 
after, or at the prefent moment ? It had rather been the 
bufinefs of his life to allay than to foment. He had expe&ed 
his, exertions on the prefent occafion to he feconded by the ef- 
forts of the friends of order ; but he could hardly expert that 
the effe£l would be fo great as that the alarm, which had lately 
prevailed in fome places to a degree of defpondency, fhould be, 
fo completely annihilated, that even the exiftence of the dan- 
ger fhould in a fhort time after be called in queflion. But he 
fhould be forry that the effect produced fhould be a fenfe of fe- 
curity, which rauft be fatal. While vigilance was maintain- 
ed, he fhould confider the country to be fafe. Thofe Whom it 
Was neceflary to guard againft were thofe who, in the moment 
of alarm, placed their hopes in obfeurity, and waited till that 
alarm fhould have fubfided in order to renew their machina- 
tions. He fhould now fhortly point out what were the leading 
circumftances of the prefent time. What had they Teen r — 
They had feen within two or three years a revolution in 
France, founded upon principles which were inconfiflent with 
our own, and with evtery regular government— which were 
hoftile to hereditary monarchy ; to nobility ; to all the privi- 
ledged orders; and to every fort of popular reprefentatioft* 
fhort Of that, which would give to every individual a voice in 
the election of reprefentatives. 

3 
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Writings had been publifhed in this country, holding out 
this Government as an obje£fc of envy, and a model of imita- 
tion, decrying every other form of Government as founded in 
injuftice, and inconfiftent with the unalienable rights of man : 
4-eprefenting this new fyftem as holding out relief to the poor, 
inculcating a more pure and fimple fyftem of morals, and en- 
larging the circle ’of focial happinefs. How far it deferyed 
this character, its own practice would belt prove. Societies 
had been formed in different manufacturing towns in this 
country upon the model of the Jacobin focieties in France, 
where the utmolt art and induflry had been employed to in- 
flame the paflions and mi dead the judgement of the lower 
claffes, and where the poftrines inculcated might be fuppofed 
to be attended with the worft effeCt. Thefe Societies carried 
on ccrrefpondence with the focieties and Councils of France, 
and received from them intimations of fupport. In addition 
to all this, we have feen a code of the laws of nations adopted 
in France hoftile to every other Government, a fyftem of 
anarchy and ambition, fetting at defiance all regular autho- 
rity, and treating as unlawful every thing which has been 
fanCtioned by the law's of other countries. They had witnefled 
the effe&s of this anarchy in the country in which it had taken 
place : they had feen the progrefs of that ambition extending 
the fame anarchy to other countries. Their new code of the 
laws of nations went to eftablifh their Government wherever 
they fliould carry their arms. As their ambition was unbound- 
ed, fo the anarchy, which they hoped to eftablifh was univer- 
fal. From the conduct which they had already exhibited, a 
judgement might be formed of the future courfe which they 
would purfue. Under the fpecious pretext of promoting the 
caufe of freedom, they had lhewn no fcruple to annex the ter- 
ritories of their neighbours to their own dominions, and to 
force upon the inhabitants of the countries which they had 
entered, that freedom,, which they were unwilling to receive, 
and of which certainly the ftate of their own country did not 
afford a very flattering fpecimen. Their own declarations had 
ihewn that their views were not confined to particular coun- 
tries ; that their obje& was every where to propagate their 
own fyftem, by all the means which art, induftry or force, 
could fupply. When there were men in this country conne&- 
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ed with a people a&uated by fuch principles, and purfuing 
fuch a fydem, it furely became a matter of the moft ferious 
confederation. Such being the date of circumdances, he put 
.it to the. hearts, confciences, judgements and underdandings 
of gentlemen prelent, whether there was not ferious ground of 
alarm? He had been told that calling out the militia had ex- 
cited this alarm. With refpedt to this, there Were two quef- 
tions ; firft, whether the meafure of calling out the militia was 
prudent, and expedient for the national fafety ; and, fecondly, 
whether the laws authorifed fuch a meafure. In the circum* 
fiances which he had dated, any one infurredtion whatever 
rendered this meafure legal. Other motives not only judified 
it, but rendered it highly prudent. An infurre&ion, though 
not immediately dire&ed againd the Government, might give 
to the feditious an opportunity of driking the blow which they 
dcfired and meditated. An infurre&ion which called out the 
military, who, during the time of peace were not more than 
fufficient for ordinary purpofes, particularly laid the country at 
the mercy of the feditious, and deprived it of all means of pro- 
tection. Such was the general view of the date of affairs, 
combined with which there was, a neceffity of taking fome 
meafure againd that influx of foreigners which had poured into 
the country. While all that Houfe, and all the country agree 
with refpeCt to the exidence of danger, there were ten or fif- 
teen in the Houfe, who completely denied it ; but even thefe 
could not agree with regard to the degree of its non-exidence* 
In this refped, they were inconfident with one another, and in 
fome indances, inconfident with themfelves. A right honour- 
able gentleman, (Mr. Fox) who though he had fpoken lad, wa.S 
fird to be attended to ; though he difapproved of the principles, 
upon which the Frenth a'fled — though afraid of the progrefs 
of their arms, was not afraid of the progrefs of their opinions 
in this country. On this fcore, he apprehends nothing, 
though it was particularly the intered, and had always been 
tile policy of the French to fow divifions in thofe countries, 
againd which they entertained views of hodility— a policy 
which in the prefent indance, could not be better anfwered, 
than by propagating then* fentiments. Opinions, that right 
honourable gentleman had dated, were not to be Oppofed by 
force ; they were to be redded, fird by neg1e& >nd contempt, 

Vql. XXXIV; Q^q 
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tiie mode of which he feemed moil to approve ; fecondly, by 
argument and reafoning; and laftly, by profecution, which, 
however, he did not greatly commend. He would only aik, 
what fort of opinions were thofe to which the right honourable 
gentleman had alluded. Serious and confcientious opinions, 
founded upon fober and difpaffionate reafoning, he would 
own, had a claim to the utmoft indulgence, and ought always 
to be treated with deference ; but furely, with regard to wild 
and violent notions, a (Turning the name of opinions, but tend* 
ing, by overt ads to overturn every eftabliftied Government, 
and to introduce anarchy and confufion, a different mode of 
conduit was to be obferved. Thofe opinions which the 
French entertained were of the mod dangerous nature ; they 
were opinions profefled by interefl, inflamed by paflion, pro- 
pagated by delufion which their fuccefTes had carried to the ut- 
moft excels, and had contributed to render dill more dangerous* 
For, would the right honourable gentleman tell him that the 
French opinions received no additional weight from the fuc- 
cefs of their armies ? Was it poilible to feparate between the 
progrefs of their opinions and the fuccefs of their arms? It 
was evident that the one muft influence the other, and that the 
diffufion of their principles muft keep pace with the extent of 
their victories. He was not afraid of the progrefs of French 
principles in this country, unlefs the defence of the country 
ihould previoufly be undermined by the introduction of thefe 
principles. A noble Lord, (Earl Wycombe) had faid, that if 
a war fhould take place, the blame of that war muft entirely 
belong to Minifters. 

He would here beg to refer to the conduit of France. It 
had firft denied the obligation of a treaty, which, though Home- 
times called abfolute, had been confxdered as the corner (lone 
of the balance of Europe, and repeatedly renewed ; which had 
been coeval with the eftablifhment of Dutch freedom, and was 
in fad neceffary to the exiftence of the independence of Hol- 
land — a treaty in which France could have no concern, exc$p$ 
in fulfilment of its own ftipulation, to guard it againft infringe^ 
ment ; and which could only be matter of queftion between 
the Sovereign of the Dutch Republic, and the Sovereign of the 
Auftriah Netherlands. France could only have one of twe 
motives for interference—- either as a {Turning to ad as Sovereign 
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of the Netherlands, or becaufe (he has proclaimed a new code 
of the Law of Nations, by which (he prefumes to di&ate to 
every country, and to model every Government by her own 
dandard. Could we then, in this country, without refigning 
the (pint of independent Britons, and the faith due to an ally, 
fubmit to io infolent and unjuft a claim as that of opening the 
Scheldt on the part of the French. But they affe&ed, upon 
their prefent fyftem, to defpife all treaties, and , to regard the 
one in queftion as extorted by avarice, and confented to through 
defpotifm. The fecond circumftance to which he (hould call 
their attention was, their decree of the 19th of November. By 
this decree, the French engaged to aflid all people in procuring 
their freedom — fuch a freedom, he fuppofed, as they themfelves 
enjoyed. We have fcen, faid he, French freedom in defini- 
tion ; we have feen it in illuftration, and have now an opportu- 
nity to compare the theory with the pra&ice. Their condu£l 
in Flanders afforded a fpecimen of the nature of their freedom. 
They had there endeavoured to propagate their doftrines, but 
finding the inhabitants not difpofed to give them fo favourable 
a reception as they could have wi(hed, they had taken the me- 
thod of inculcating opinions of freedom by force. Their Ge- 
neral had iffued a proclamation, that whoever (hould not em- 
brace the tree of liberty, (hould be cut off as a wretch unfit to 
live. The noble Lord talked of their having given an expla- 
nation with refpeCl to this decree. What fort of explanation 
had they given ? They had dated that it was not their inten- 
tion to aflid a few individuals, but only to interfere in cafes 
where a great majority of the people (hould be difpofed to (hake 
off their government ; fo that in faCt it was their intention to 
promote rebellion in other countries, and to declare war againd: 
all edablilhed Governments. This fort of war was an inexpi- 
able war againd all legitimate power, and which was only to 
terminate in its extinction. Formerly, the fplendor of con- 
qued had in fome meafure been purfued by the refped which 
had been paid to the government and rights of the conquered. 
The Romans were careful to preferve the government, the ha- 
bits, and cudoms of thofe nations which they had vanquiftied, 
confidering that as the bed fecurity for their conqueds. For 
the prefent age had been referved the idea of a war of extirpa- 
tion — a war which (hould tend to annihilate whatever had been 

a 
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been held mod dear, or found mod valuable. This was a fort 
of war tvhich had never been carried on even by defpots, and 
which was only exemplified in the conduit of thofe modern re- 
publicans who held out a fyftem of what they called freedom 
and happinefs. One honourable gentleman (Major Maitland) 
had declared, that the whole of the danger which had been held 
out,, and the confcqucnt alarm which had been excited in this 
country, was a mere delufion, effected by the artifices of Mi- 
niftry. That honourable gentleman had at the fame time dat- 
ed, that the uniform mifcondult of Minidry, fince they came 
into power, was fufficient to have occafioned all the mifehiefs 
which had been deferibed, and to bring any country into a date 
of the greated calamity. If this was the cafe, he, for one, 
could not but rejoice, that all thefe mifehiefs, and all this ca- 
lamity, amounted to nothing more than delufion. And while 
the honourable gentleman had deprecated all the evils brought 
on the country by the mifcondult of Minidry, and particularly 
the danger of a war, to which it might be expofed, he had re- 
prefented the prefent (late of profperity to be fo great as to 
render it improper to go into this war. He ihould not attempt 
to reply'to thefe arguments until they were a little more con- 
fident, or think it neceflary to give an anfwer to the honour- 
able gentleman, till he ihould more clearly underdand his own 
meaning. Mr. Pitt faid, that he would not attempt, at fo 
late an hour, to detain much longer the attention of the Ho\afe, 
and for this reafon would decline going into a detail of what 
had been alledgsd by other gentlemen. He ihould only advert 
to what had fallen from a noble Marquis, (Titchfield) who had 
accufed Minidry with want of care, in not having fooner pro- 
fecuted thofe feditious publications which had occafioned ib 
much alarm. He ihould only fay, that Miniders had been at- 
tacked by other honourable gentlemen of having gone too far in 
the way of profecution. He traded it would appear, that there 
had been no want of vigilance on the part of Minivers, Within 
thefe two or three lad years, many feditious writings had been 
publiihed, but it was not till lad year that they had aifumed fo 
much importance, as to render them fit obje&s of the attention 
of Miniders. The proclamation had then been ifiued, a mea- 
fure which the noble Marquis and others of his friends approv- 
ed, in which they had engaged to co-operate ; and, had it ?p- 
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peared to them that there were any feditious publications which 
had efcaped attention, and ought to have been puniihed, it was 
their duty to have fulfilled their pledg? of concurring in the 
. mcafurcs of the proclamation, by bringing thefe forward to no- 
tice. The noble Marquis had like wife accufcd Minilters of 
having occafioned the prefent danger, by their ncgleCt, which 
they might have obviated by earlier preparation, and a more 
fpeedy interference. He would only beg leave to remark, that 
it was not till lately that the danger had been brought near to 
this country and its alliance. It was only the retreat of the 
Duke of Brunfwick, and the fuccefs of the French arms, with 
the cotifequences that had followed, events fo rapid and unex- 
pected, which it was impoflible ft> forelee, and which defied 
even the fmalleft conje&ure, which rendered the danger fo im- 
minent, and the neceffity of preparations fo urgent on the part 
of this country. It was not till lately the iituation of affairs 
had occurred, productive of fo much alarm to our allies, and 
which it rendered indifpenfablethat fomc active meafures ihould 
on our part be adopted. If the retreat of the Duke of Brunf- 
wick was fudden, and contrary to every view which was then 
entertained, no lefs fo had been the events by which it had been 
followed. The amazing retreat, the progrefs of their arms, 
and the enlargement of their views of ambition, in proportion 
to the extent of their conquefts, the effects of their new doctrine 
of the Law of Nations, had all fucceeded one another fo quick- 
ly, as to afford no time for precaution. The danger had al- 
ready made an alarming progrefs before any means could fee 
taken to prevent it. It was not till lately that the opening of 
the Scheldt had occurred, an infringement of the itipulations of 
treaties, and an invafion of the rights of our allies the Dutch, 
which rendered it abfolutely necellary for this country to inter- 
fere, more efpecially as it feemed to open the way for farther 
violations of treaty, and more extended acquifitions of con- 
queff. It was not till the 19th of November that the decree 
had palled, which menaced hoftility to every Government, and 
the principles of which every nation in Europe was intcrefled to 
' oppofe. He traded it would appear, from attention to theft-, 
ctrcumdances, that as foon as the danger could be afeertained, 
meafures had been taken to meet it, and that there had been no 
want of vigilance, precaution, and activity, on the part of Mi- 
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nifters. The noble Marquis had adverted to what had palled 
in 1784, as the caufe of the prefent alarming circumltances in 
which the country was placed ; and to this origin had been af- 
cribed all the mifchiefs which now exilted. In the prefent 
crifis, he confidered that they had a more important and pref- 
fing duty to fupport the conftitution, than to make a war of 
there retrofpe£l, which could not be fuppofed to influence the 
prefent fltuatlon of affairs, except it could be fuppofed that wliat 
had palled in 1784 had contributed to the French revolution 
and the events which had followed. If what had then palled 
had induced any man to withhold his confidence or good opi- 
nion from the prefent Ministers, it was a queftion into which, 
when there was leifure,- he had no objeflion to enter. He 
trufted, that whatever perfonal impreffion might remain upon 
the minds of honourable Members, that what had palled in 
1784 would not make any honelt and independent Members 
negleft what was palling in 1793 — that they would all concur 
to meet the prefent emergence by fuitable meafures, to obviate 
the danger by the moll effe&ual means which could be deviled, 
and unite their ftrength for two great objects — the fafety of the 
eountry, and fupport of the conllitution. 

The report of the bill was now read and agreed to. The 
bill was then read a third time and palled. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Monday , 'jth January. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS prefented copies of his correfpon* 
dence with different parts of Scotland, relative to the duty on 
coals.— Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS obferved, that on looking over 
the militia laws, he found that a claufe for the relief of the 
widows and families of men balloted into the militia, which 
formerly made a part of thofe laws, had been omitted in the 
lalt a£t but one. As he knew of no reafon for this omilfion, 
he fuppofed it mull have been accidental ; and gave notice, 
that after the recefs, he Ihould move for leave to bring in a 
bill for the relloration of this claufe, the operation of which 
would Ue retrofpedlive, and extend to all perfons who would 
have been entitled to the benefit of it, if it had never been 
'omitted. 

The Houfe refolved into a Committee. 



DEBATES. 


A. 1793. 


3 P 3 


Mr. Chancellor PITT raid, that on the quarter ending the 
5th January 1793, there was a confiderable furplus in the Con- 
folidated Fund. Gentlemen would recolle& that in voting 
the fum to be taken from the Confolidated Fund for the fer- 
rice of 1792, the growing produce was calculated up to the 
5th of April 1793. They wpuld no doubt be glad to hear, 
that the produce of the quarters, viz. up to the 5th of Janu- 
ary, had been fufficient to defray the whole charge for 1792, 
and to leave a furplus in the confolidated fund of 435,6961. 
over and above. He fliould therefore move, that this fum be 
applied to the fervice of 1 793. 

The refolution was agreed to without any remark, and the 
report ordered to be received to-morrow. ( 

The Committee of Ways and Means and Supply were then 
adjourned till Wednefdav the 23d inftant. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


Tuefday, 8 th January . 

A meflage from the Lords informed the Houfe, that their 
Lordfhips had agreed to the feveral amendments and additional 
claufes of the Alien bill ; and their Lordfhips gave notice to 
the Commons, that they would farther proceed on the trial of 
Warren Haftings, Efq. onThurfday the 14th day of February 
next. 

Mr. MICHAEL ANGELO TAYLOR faid, he rofe, in 
confequence of a notice given by a right honourable Secretary 
(Mr. Dundas) laft night, that he propofed to bring in a bill 
for the regulation of the trade and fifheries of Newfoundland. 
He faid, he had intended to move the Houfe to order a Com- 
mittee to inquire into fome parts of the regulations of that 
trade. The bill propofed by the right honourable Secretary 
might poffibly preclude the neceflity of that motion. When 
that bill was brought in, he fhould be able to judge. Mean 
time, he wifhed the Houfe to take notice, that if that fhould 
not be the cafe, he would, at an early day after the recefs, 
make a motion to that effe&. He obferved, that a right hor 
nourable gentleman oppofite him (Mr. Pitt) had laft feflion 
promifed to bring the matter forward early in this. He prq- 
fefled, and trufted that that gentleman would be convinced, 
that he bad no object in view but the benefit of that trade : he 
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therefore Wilhed that gentlemeh would join him to give the 
fubje& the fulleft difeuflion ; and he allured them that he would, 
for that purpofe, do every thing in his power to accommo- 
date them. 

' A meflage was received from the Lords, defiring the at- 
tendance of the Commons . in the Houfe of Peers. 

The SPEAKER returning, informed the Houfe, that the 
Commiftioners appointed by His Majelly had given the Royal 
aflent to the following bills: the Alien bill, the Bill of In- 
demnity for retraining the exportation of corn, the Bill for 
preventing the Circulation of Aflignats, and other foreign fe- 
curities, and the Bill for farther Relief of Debtors. 

The Houfe then adjourned to 

lVcdnefday t l^d yanuary . 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, that previous to his bring- 
ing forward the fubjedt of the renewal of the Charter of the 
Ealt-India Company, many documents would be neceflary to 
be laid before the Houfe. He then moved for copies of vari- 
ous accounts of the debts, aflets, &c. of the Company in In- 
dia for feveFal years, which were all ordered to be laid before 
the Houfe. * 

Mr. Secretary Dundas then moved, “ That the Houfe do, 
** at its riling, adjourn to Monday next.” And then faid, 
that on that day he Ihould have a communication from His 
Majefty, which would augment confiderably the forces of this 
country. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE faid, he Ihould foon bring forward 
the fubjcdl of the Have trade. He thought that the better mode 
would be to renew the former refolutions of the lall feilion. — 
Upon this occafion he apprehended there would be very little 
difeuflion, as the fubiect had already been fully debated; he at 
leaft had but few obfervations to make. He thought that 
on Tuefday next this fubjedt might be difeufled. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


The following Papers were laid on the table, for the perufld 
of the Members : 



A. *793? 


D E B A T E S. 


3®5 


An Account of the INCOME and CHARGES upon the CON- 
SOLIDATED FUND, in the Quarter ended the 5th day of 
January, 1793 ; together with the Surplus remaining for the 
Difpofition of Parliament. 


INCOME. 

Confolidated duties of Excife — — 

Do. of Cuftoms 

Do. of Stamps ■ — 

Do. of Salt — — — 

Do. of Letter Money. — — — — 

Tax on Hackney Coaches and Chairs 
Do. on Hawkers and Pedlars ■ 

Do. on Houfcs and Windows, 1766 - 

Do. on Inhabited Houles, 1779 — 

Do. on Horfes — 

Do. on Male Servants — 

Arrears of Female Servants — 

Tax on Four-wheel Carriages — — 

Do. on Two-wheel do. 


Arrears of the Tax on Waggons 

Do. on Carts — 

Tax of is. per lib. on falaries, &c. Anno 1758 
Do. of 6d. per lib. on do. Anno 17 21 
Seizures of uncuttomed and prohibited goods 
Sheriffs Proffers 

Rent of Alum Mines 

Compofitions by the Bank of England, in lieu 



of a 


Stamp Duty on Bills and Notes iffued by them 
Stamp Duties on. Bills of Exchange, Receipts, &c. 

purfuanttoana6t31Gco.nl. — 32150 

Referved on the 10th OCt. 1 792, for the ufe of the 
Public, in refpedt of the Annuities for the No- 
minees appointed by the Lords Commiilioners of 
His Majefty’s Treafury, purfuant to an a£t 30 
Geo. III. — — 12*77 


6000 o o 


16 4 i 


^ . St tit 

Arrears of the 53d 4s. Aid, Anno 

1789 — — Sjjo o o 

Do. 54th 4s. Aid, Anno 1 790 3004 15 1 1 

Impreft Money repaid by James and 
John Meyrick, Efqrs.. arifing 
from the Sale of Commifiions in 
fevcral regiments, vacated by the 
promotion of Officers — 799 7 6 

Do. by Kender Mafon, Efq. on his 
'account, as Contractor in Eaft 

Florida — 1909 o o 

Do. by Archibald Robertfon, De- 
puty Quarter Matter at New York 186 13 4 

Wl. XXXIV. R r 


11554 15 11 


2986 o 10 
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Money paid by Charles Long, Efq. for intereft 
upon 187,0001. fpr annuities granted by a& of 
. Parliament, 19th Geo. III. — — 4026 16 11 

Total Income of the Confolidated Fund, in 

the quarter, ended 5th Jan. 1793 3839348 16 6J 


CHARGE. 


EXCHEQUER. 

Annuities, yth Excife for two and three lives, for 
three months, due 3th January, 1793 
£.3700 per week Excife, with the fala- 
ries to the Officers of the Receipt of 
His Majefty’s Exchequer, for three 
months, due ditto — — 

1706 with do. ■ ■ " » 

1707 with do. - - - . 

per 1 ft a£t 1708, with do. — 

2d a£t 1708, with do. — 
Annuities on Lives, An. 1 743, for 6 months, due do. 

1746, fordo, due do. 

1737, for do. due do. 

1778, for do. due do. 

1779, fordo, due do. 


£• 

2048 18 o 


7957 11 8 

6181 2 10 ( 

2038 o bi 
1229 13 i| 
2649 6 

6139 2 6 

11233 5 0 

12283 12 6 

1384 16 6 

2 S 8 7 9 3$ 


SOUTH-SEA COMPANY. 

Annuity and Management on 24,063,0841. 13s. 1 i£d. 
their prefen t capital, for one quarter, due 5th Ja- 
nuary, 1793 — . 183993 *3 Si 

Annuity and Management on 1,919,6001. for half a 
year, due the fame time, after abating the fum of 
106I. 17s. 6d. for the half of 213I. 15s. after the 
rate" of 562I. 10s. per million on the principal fum 
of 380,0001. purchafed by the Commiftioners ap- 
pointed for the Reduction of the National Debt, be- 
fore 3th July, 1792 — - — 29227 o 5 


BANK OF ENGLAND. 

Annuity and Management on 107399696I. es. ljd. 

3 per cent, confolidated annuities, for half a year, 
due 5th Jan. 1793, after abating the fum of 706L 
los. for the half of 1413I. after the rate of 450L 
per million on the principal fum of 3140000I. 
purchafed by the Commiffioners appointed for the 
«Redudion of the National Debt, before 5th of 

July, 1792 — a — - * 634453*7 6 

Annuity and Management on 17869993I. 9s. zod. 
after the rate of 31. per cent, per annum, for half ... 
ay ear, due Jthjanuary, .1793 — 430770 IX 8$ 
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Annuity and Management on 1000000I. after the 
rate of 3I. per cent, per ann. for half a year, 

due £th January 1793 

Annuities granted by the a£ts of the 4th and 5th 
of Ring William and Queen Mary, and charged 
upon the gd. per barrel Excife, commonly called 
X4I. per cents, which ceafed upon the 5th Fe- 
bruary 1 792, and is to be placed to the account 
of the Cotnmiflioners appointed for the reduc- 
tion of the National Debt, for three months, 

due do. . . — ■ — ■ 

Annuities granted by the a£ts of the 5th and 6th 
of the lame reign, for 96 years, (commonly 
called Tonnage), which ceafed on the 5th day 
of February 1792, and is to be placed to the 
.account of the Commiffioners aforefaid, for 

three months, due do. - 

Bank of England, on their capital of 32.;ooool. 
after the rate of 3I. per cent, per ann. for one - 

quarter, due 12th November 1792 

Do. on 4000C00I. purchafed of the South-Sea Com- 
pany, for three months, due 5th January 1793 
Do. on 500000I. at 3I. per cent, per ann. for do. 
Do. on 1250000I. at do. for do. — — 

Do. on 17500Q0I. at do. fordo. - — — 

Do. on 986800I. at do. for do. 

To the Chief Calhier of the Bank of England, 
to reimburle fo much paid for fees of various 
natures paid at the Treafury, Exchequer, and 
other offices, in relation to the accounts of the 
feveral Bank annuities, to 5th July 1791 

EAST-IN DI A COMPANY. 

On their capital of 3200000I., at 3I. per cent, per 
ann. for three months, due 5th Jan. 1793 
Do. xooooool. at do. lent anno 1744 1 — 

To the Judges of England and Wales, on their 
feveral additional allowances, for three months, 

due 5th January 1793 

To Charles Beinbridge, Efq. late Secretary and 
Accountant in the office for managing the for- 
mer duties on Wine Licences, for do. - 
To him more, as late Meflenger to the above office, 

for do. . 

To Ann Cafs, late Office Keeper to the above of- 
fice, for do. — — . 

To the Officers in the Exchequer Bill Office, on 
.their falaries, for do. • 

For the fupport of His Majefty’s Houfchold, 

for do. — • '■ 

To His Royal Highnefs Frederick Duke of York 
and Albany, on his annuity of 14000I. for do* 

R r a 


3°7 

£• *• 
* 5**5 

12128 X £ 7§ 

1591 8 — 

25000 — - — 

30474 10 1 of 
375 ° “ 

9375 ~ 
13125 — 

7401 — 

896 16 6 

24000 — — » 
75 °° 

3262 ro — « 

3» 10 — 

£ 

5 

162 10 — 

224500 

3S oo — — 


v 
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To Her Royal Highnefs Frederica Ulrique Cathe- 
rine} 1 Duchefs of York and Albany, on her an- 
nuity of 4000I. for do. — — — — — 

To His Royal Highnefs William Henry Duke of 
Clarence, on his annuity of 1 2000I. ter do. 

To His Royal Highnefs William Henry Duke of 

Gloucefler, on do. 8000I. for do. 

To do. on do. 9000I. fordo. - — 

To the Rep ic Tentatives of Arthur Onflow, Efq. 

on do. 3000I. for do. 

To the Earl of Chatham, on do. 4000I. for do. 
To Loid Rodney, on do. 2000I. for do. — 

To Lord Heathrield, on do. 1500I. for do. — 
To Lord Sondes, late one of the Auditors of the 

Impreft, on do. 7000I. for do. • — ■ 

To Lord Bute, another, on do. 7000I. for do. 

To Philip Deare, Efq. on do. 300I. for do. — 
To John Wigglefworth, Efq. on do. 300I. fordo. 
To Charles Harris, Efq. on do. 200I. for do. 

To Sir William Mufgravc, Bart, one of the Com- 
sniffioners for auditing the Public Accounts, on 

do. 1000I. fordo. — — 

To John Thomas Batt, Efq. another, on do. ioool. 

for do. • 1 ——— 

To John Martin Leake, Efq. another, on do. 

ioool. for do. - — — 

To Sir John Dick, Bart, another, on do. 500I. 

for do. 

To William Mollefon, Efq. another, on do. cool. 

fordo. 

To John Penn, Efq. of Stoke Pogis, in the county 
of Berks, one of the heirs of the late William 
Penn, Efq. on do. 3000I. fordo. ■ ■ — 

To John Penn, Efq. of Dover Street, another, 

on do. ioool. for do. - 

*1 o Lady Dorchefter, Guy Carleton, and Tho- 
mas Carleton, Efqrs. on their annuity of ioool. 

for .do. — 

For Clerks* contingencies in the Office for auditing 
the Public Accounts, fordo, — — • 

T6 Robert Hepburne, junior, Efq. Mafter of His 

Majefty’s Mint in Scotland — • - • 

To George Earl of Leicester, Mafter of His Ma- 
jefty’s Mint in England, for three months, due 

5th January 1793 • 

To John Reeves, Efq. on account of the deficiency 
of the fees, granted by an aft 3 2 Geo. 111 . for 
the more effe&ual a^miniftration of the Office of 
• Juftice of the Peace in fuch parts of the counties 
of Middlesex and Surrey as He in or near the 
metropolis, &c., to defray the charges and ex- 
pences attending the execution of the faid a& 


1000 — «— 

3000 •— 

aooo — ■ — - 
225 o — — 

75 °. 

1000 — — 
$00 — — 

375 

T 7 S° 

* 75 ° 

75 

75 

50 — — 


250 — - — . 
250 — — ■ 
250 — — 

I2 5 

125 


75 ° 

250 — — 

2 5 ° 

1500 — — 
1200 — — > 

345 ° 


3291 xi 4i 
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To the Uiherof the Exchequer, 
for neceflaries for the quarter 
ended 5 July 1792 — 514 8. 

Do. ioOftober 1792 — 49912 

To the Right Hon. Henry Addington, Speaker of 
the Houfe of Commons, the fum of 1099I. 9s. 
to complete the fum of 1 500I. for the quarter 
ended 25 December 1792, on 6000I. perann,, 
the fum of 400I. 1 is. having been received net 
at the Exchequer, on the allowance of 5l,.a day, 
out of the Civil Lift ; and alfo the further fum 
of 80I. to reimburfe the like fum paid for two 
years taxes on offices and peniions, for the per- 
quifiics of his office, 0 M ci aelma 1792; 
making together the fum of — 


£• fc dm 

1014 **■ xo| 


1179 9 — 


Total charge upon the Confolidated Fund, in 
the quarter ended 5th January 1 793 2764593 3 5^ 

£. s, dm 

To the Commiffioners appoint* 
ed by Parliament for redu- 
cing the National Debt 250000 — 

To complete the fum of 
2 300000I. granted by Parlia- 
ment out of the Confolidated 
Fund, for the fer vice of the 

year 1792 . 3 8 9°S9 11 Si 

Surplus remaining upon 5th 
January 1793, for the diipo* 
fition of Parliament — — 435696 1 7J 

Total furplus of the quarter ended 5th Ja- 
nuary 1793 io 747 S 5 I 3 — i 

^.3839348 16 6J 


JAMES FISHER. 
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* * . 

An AOCOMPT off the Total Produce of the Duties of CUSTOMS, 
SJDCISjB, STAMPS, and INCIDENTS, refpeftively, for one 
year, ended the ioth Day of Oftober 1 792 ; diftinguifliing (as 
far as poffible) in each Branch, the Produce on every feparate 
Article, the Duties on which have amounted to One Thousand 
Pounds, or more, in the Four Quarters of the laid Year. 

The total produce of the duties of Cuftoms for 
one year, ended the ioth day of O&ober 
*792, asperaccompt (A.) ■ - — 4,136,999 15 4I 

Do. of the Excife for one year, ended do. (ex- 
dufive of 62 1,7001. the produce of the annual 
malt duties) asperaccompt (B.) — 7,838,703 15 8£ 

Do. of the Stamp Duties for one year, ended do. 

asperaccompt <C.) ' . ■■•■■■■■ *,445.447 7 4 

Do, of Incidents at the receipt of the Exchequer, 

for one year, ended do. as per accompt (D.) 2,102,219 19 io| 

■f 1 S»S a 3*37 ° 18 3x 

Mem.-— In this accompt are included fundry 
articles which are cafual revenues, or taxes 
granted for a limited time, and therefore not a 
part of the permanent revenues ; viz. 

The duty on fugar, granted 
An. 1791* part of 4 1 3699QI. 

1 3s. 4$d the produce of the 

duties of cuftoms — . - 150,712 3 4! 

The duty on Britifli 
{pints, anno 1791, 
part of 7838703I. 

15s. 8|d. the pro- 
duce of the duties 
of Excife _ 114307 o o 

Do. on foreign fpi- 
rits, a* 1791, other 
part of do. 146737 o o 

Do. on malt, a. 1791, 
repealed by an a£t 
32 Geo. III. other 
part of do. 124033 o o 

I. ,hc f„ m of 585077 

J 445447 h 7 s - 4 *b 
the produce of the 
llamp duties, are 
included the a- 
mount of the raxes 
orv bills of ex- 
change and re- 
ceipts, making to- 
gether 205253 12 5 



DEBATES. 


A. 179J. 


But by ft claufe in the 
ad fot granting 
thefc duties, there 
is direded to heap* 
plied out of their 
produce to the cop* 
folidated fund, un- 
til the Exchequer 
bills iflued purfu- 
ant to an ad 31 
Geo. III. are can- 
celled, the annual 
fumof 128600 o o 


76653 1 a 5 

The additional tax 
on game licences 19833 x6 7 

1 96487 9 o 

In the fum of 
*1022191 19s io|d 
is included the 
duty of 10I. per 
cent, on aflefied 
taxes, paid into 

the Exchequer — 85956 2 3} 


718232 14 8J 

And alio the imprett, t 

and other monies, 
other part of the 

laid fum — — • 69028 19 oj 

787261 13 8§ 



Prefented, purfuant to an ad of the 27th year of his prelent Ms* 
jetty’s reign, the 31ft day of December 1792, by 

GEORGE ROSE. 
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An ACCOUNT of the Total Net Produce, paid into the Exche- 
quer, of the Duties of Cuftoms in England and Scotland ; dif- 
tinguifhing (as far as poilible) the Produce on every feparate Ar- 
ticle, the Duties on which fhall have amounted to One Thoufand 
Pound, or more, in the Four Quarters next preceding the xotb 
O&ober 1792. 

Net Produce, fub- 
jc6t to the Payment 
of Bounties, and 

SPECIES OF GOODS. Charges of Manage- 

ment. 


Allies, Pearl — 

« ■ Pott 

Barilla 

Beads, Coral — 

Books, bound 

Bottles, Glafs — 

Brimrtone 

Bridles, undrefl — 

Bugle, great 

Callicoes - — ■ • 

Capers ; 

Carpets, Turkey / 

China Ware - ■ - 
Copper, un wrought 

Cork . 

Corn, Oats ■ 

— ■■ . Wheat 

Drugs. Aloes Cicotrina 

■■ Balfam Capaiva 

— Borax refined 

■ — Caffia Lignea 

Cortex Peru 

— ■ — Cream of Tartar 

• — — Gum Copal 

■■ " - ■■■ — 7— Guiaci 

Senegal 


Jalap 
Juniper Berries 
' Lead, Black 
Manna 

Oil, perfumed 
Turpentine 


Opium 
Quickfilver 
Radix, Ipecacuana 
■ Saccarum Saturn! 
Sarfaparilla — — 

Senna " ■■■ 

Succus Liquoritia 
Tamarind b 
• Verdi greafis : 


490 

1456 

lf > 77 
2968 
201 
2622 



debates, 


A. 1793. 

Dye Stuffs, Smalts — 

Elephants Teeth - - 

Feat he is for Beds t — ■ , , 
Fifli, Anchovies • — 

~ ^ Ovflcrs 

Fruit, Lemons and Oranges 

Nuts, fmall 

Gluis Plates ■ ■ . 

Glue — 

Grocery. Almonds, Jordan 

not Jordan 


2l 


- Anniieeds 

- Cinnamon 

- Cloves 

- Cocoa 
Coffee 

Currants — 
Figs — 

Ginger 

Mace — 

Nutmegs 

Pepper 

Pimento 

Prunes 

Raiiins. Denia 

Faro 

— Lexia 

Lipari 

Smyrna 

Solis 

Rice — 

Sago — 

Succads 
Sugar, brown 
Tea — 

Turmerick 


Hair, Horfe 

human — 

Hats, Chip — — — 

- Staw 

Hemp, rough 

Hides, Indian — — «— 

- , " - Lofh — — * — 

; ■■■ Ox or C6w — — « 

Incle, wrought ■ ■■ — 

Iron, Bar — • 

Calk 

Kelp 

Linen. Cambricks * 

— ■* ■■■ Canvas Hcflens < — 

' Spruce — - 

•— Damaflc Tabling, SiJ. — — — 

— — * Diaper Napkimng, Sil. — 

— - Germany, Narrow, not above 31! 
Vol. XXXI v, S» 


3*3 

9962 19 io| 

2 49 S “ 3 | 

10875 o 9J 

977 ** 7 t 
2908 9 o 
10888 x ' 2l 
2868 11 8f 
8247. 1 1 9 

590 10 

3*98 3 <4 

* 1912 17 iof 

1968 3 to 

628 13 o 
1194 15 of 
1780 17 
20603 16 uf 
61296 7 54 

6 739 *3 "I 
300 1 1. 7 f 
1039 11 4 

1944 7 6 

16856 2 of 

“9i7 7 3i 
3915 16 1 of 
20386 123 
- 478 a 9| 

12469 4 if 
2863 7 7 1 

2687 I9 
20212 I lof 

8435 1 5I 

1415 18 gl - 

648 14 3 

135475 2 2 xif 

118622 15 b 

174 ** 9 
1290 o 6 
841 2 6 

3034 *S 5 
771 ia 1 
103833 o 7f 

*39 *9 *£ 

565 x 8 

4518 5 10 
3489 11 6f 
I49556 2' of 
X789 3 4 f 

1892 13 6f 
10441 14 1 of 
21186 16 9 

7231 o of 

1893 16 9I 
736 7 , 9 , 

49621 if 4f 
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Liilcn. Lawns, French 

RtiiTu, Bioad, above 22^ 

— ~ — above 31 1 

— — — , — — above 36 

■. — Drilling 

N a 1 row 


— — Towelling and Napkining 

Mats, R nifta • — - 

Mclaftbs - ■ - ' ■' ■ 

Mu din — , 

Oil, Ordinarv — — - 

Sall.ut ” — 

Paper, Fool leap, Genoa, Second 

Pibtu res 

Pitch 

•Salt Petre — — 

Seeds, Clover 

Silk. Italian and Turkey, Raw 
Bengal, Raw 


Skin: 


Cliine., Raw 
Italian, Thrown 

Wro. 

Bear, Black 
Beaver 

Calf, Undreft 

Tanned 

Deer, in Hair 
Fox, Ordinary 
Goat, Tanned 
Kid, Drcft 
— — - Undreft 
Martin 

Mink — 

Mufcjuafii 
Otter — 

Raccoon 

Seal 

Wolf — 


Snuff 

Soap, Hard — .... ■■ ■ 

Spirits, Brandy — Culioms only 
— - Geneva do. 

' — ’ Runs do. 

Stones, Blocks of Marble - 
Tapes, 'Open; ■' 

Tar 

Thread, Sifters — 

Tobacco— Guftoms only 

Tow . — ’ 

Turpentine — ■ . 

Wax, Bees 


Wine. Canaty^>Guftoms only 
French do. 



574*0 

1 7 

5 

30128 

10 

2 

S a8 3 I 

7 

2 

838 

6 

10 

1213 

10 

6 

*02 3 

10 

s* 

2880 

1 

7 i 

654O l8 

n £ 

338 t 

10 

8 

9 t 4 

4 

1 1 

2091 

16 

8 

1136 

*9 

0 

4217 

0 

8 £ 

2937 

3 

8 

549 

*5 

4* 

397 

3 

*1 

863 

6 

3 i 

39* 

9 

H 

*377 

0 

5 

*.652 

1 1 

4 

856 

2 

6 


477 

49647 

33890 

46958 

1670 

306 

6042 

1855 

220310 

1.4662 

" ! 43.75 


19 8J 
4 ioj 
13 6| 

18 4 

o 
10 
iB 3" 


5 

x 3 

l 7 

2 

12 

9 

* 9 ' 


9 

5* 

9 

x - 

* 
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D 

— — Madeira 

do. 

— Port 

do. 

— Rhenifh 

do. 

r Spanilh 

do. 

Wood. Balk9 

- 


f BAT E S. 


Yarn, 


Battens 

Deals - 

Deal Ends 
Lathwood 
Mads — 

Oak Plank 
Paling Boards 
Scaleboards 
Staves 
Timber, Fir 

Oak 

Ufeis - 

Wainfcot Boards 
Logs 
Cotton - 

Mohair — 


Allum 

Coals exported to Foreign Parts 
Lead — 

Tin 


Subfidy on fundrv fmall Articles — 

Coals Coaftwile — 

Duties on Windows, by the 24th Geo. III. 
Sundry fmall Articles — alfo fmall Balances remain- 
ing in the Hand of different Collectors, in the 
different Ports of Great B-itain — 


' 28342 
467309 

■ • '3770 

841 20 
1263 
1 2963 
1299S6 
4044 
4761 
2 726 

3327 

1200 

747 

7682 

. 83793 

662 

1257 

mi 

389 

1300 

3268 

121064 

27348 

5 68 5 

3445 

580036 

22,924 


3*5 

8 io| 

3 5 i 

7 n£ 

4 6 
14 

3 H 
3 6 

3 *£ 

14 o$; 

12 5 i 

5 4 f 

4 3 i 
19 84 
1° 9 f 

1 10 

14 4 

16 if 
10 8|> 

* 5 '*°* 

19 6 

10 9 

1 2 2 1 


4 

2 

T 3 


1 

’ .2 

6 


*9 3* 

19 Si 

10 9 


DISCHARGE. 


By Bounties 
Management 


Monies iffued out of the Revenue in Scotland, 
applicable to His Majcify’s Civil Govern- 
ment — 


196923 

I 5 

IO 

5248361 

I 

I 

648103 

z 


384712 

*5 

6* 

4136999 

► 

l S 

4 i 

78545 

8 

2 

5248361 

t 

I 


Note— In the above Payments into the Exchequer, 
amounting to 4136999I. 15s. 4|d. is in- 
cluded a Sum of 1507 1 2I. 38 4§d; which is 
• "applicable to the fpecial Purpofe direfted by 
the Aft of the 3 ift gf His Majefty. 

THOMAS IRVING, 

Jnfpeftor General of the Imports and Exports 
of Great Britain and the Britifli Colonies. 


S 3 2 
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A, 1793, ' DEBATES. 


3 * 9 ' 



MES WEBB, Accompt. Gen* 
lMES BROWNE, P. Comptr 



PARLIAMENTARY 


A. 1795. 


$a o 


An ACCOUNT of the Total N et Produce of the Duties arifing from 
the STAMP REVENUE, that have amounted to ibcol., or 
more, in the Four Quarters next preceding the 10th of October 


\ 



£• 

s. 

d. 

Confolidated Duties — 

748470 

>5 

6 

Infur ante — — 

120653 

10 

8 

Burials, &c. 

4776 

10 

4 

Hats — — — 

12184 

n 

3 

Plate — — 

28967 

17 


Port Horfe Duty — 

195016 

16 

8 

Medicine 

I2 73 8 

18 

7 

Game — - — - — 

46163 

7 

0 

Attornies - — — 

24882 

8 

5 

Pawnbrokers — 

4520 

4 

6 

Glove — — 

6231 

7 

1 1 

Perfumery , . 

5858 

10 

6 

Judges Duty — — - 

4373 

*3 

10 

Bills of Exchange — 

2 5 6 5 8 7 

7 

8 

Receipts — 

48666 

■4 

9 

Additional Game, 1791 

19833 

16 

7 

Apprentice Duty — 

8521 

5 

9 


*445447 

7 

4 

Mill*' 




Tim Tai^ on Bills of Ex- 




raange, as above 

1 1:6587 

7 

8 

Do. ... on Receipts 

48666 

4 

9 


205253 12 5 

Of the Produce of thele Tax- 
es, the Average Produce 
of 3 Years is directed by 
an A& 3 1 Geo. III. to be 
carried to the Confolidated 
Fund v 138600 o o 

And the Remainder is appli- 
cable towards paying 
Principal and Intereft of 
Exchequer Bills, iflued 
Anno 1791 76653 12 5 

iSUMMHOSMaOMM 

Stamp Office, 

Dec. 24th 1792. 

J. LLOYD, pro Compt. 
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An Account of the Total Net Product, paid into the Exchequer, 
of the Duties, under the head of Incident* ; diftinguifliing, (as 
far as poffible) in each branch, the_produce on every feparate ar- 
ticle, the duties on which {hall have amounted to ioool. or more, 
in the four quarters next preceding the xoth of Oftober, 179** 


S» dk 


Confol. Salt, 1787 — - 

— Letter Money, per week 

Letter Money, 1 760 - - 

Seizures, 1760 • * — 

Alienation Duty 

Hawkers, 1710 
Hackney Coaches, 1 7 1 1 
Ditto, 1784 
6d. per lib. on penlions 
is. deduct, on Salaries 
Firft Fruits — 

Tenths — 

Male Servants, 1785 
Female ditto 
4- Wheel Carriages 
2 -Wheel ditto 
Waggons 
Carts — 

Horfes — — 

Shops 

10I. perCent. 

Houfes and Windows, 1766 
Houfes, 1778 

The Produce of Duties under 
ioool. amounts to ■ 



2031574 5 7i 
1616 it 3 


2033191 o 10J 


Vdi. XXXIV. 


Tt 



parliamentary 


MONEY paid by Charles Long, Efq. fbrlnte- 
. reft on 187,0001. for Annuities granted. by an 
Aft of Parliament, 29th George the Third — 
Tfo. by Mcflrs. Meyrick, arifing from the Sale of 
Commiflions in feveral regiments, vacated by the 

promotion of officers — 

Do. by Mcflrs. Bifliop and Brumell, do. . — 
Do. by Alexander Adair, do. — — — 

Do. by James Ruffell, do. — — 

Do. by Meflrs. Rofs and Ogilvie, do. —— 

Do. by Nathaniel Coilyer, do. * ■ ■ -r 

Do. by Meflrs . Lamb and Cock, do. * 

Do. by Mcflrs. Coxe and Greenwood, do. — - 
Imprelt Money repaid by Meflrs. Pomroy and Ren- 
der Mafon, executors of Render Mafon, on ac- 
count of an agreement for viftualling 3000 mi- 
litia in Baft Florida ■ ■■ - — — • 

Do. by Lieut., Col. George Clerk, late Barrack 

Mailer in North America 

Do. by Daniel Macnamara, Efq. agent to the ex- 
ecutors of Richard Rigby, Efq. late Paymafter 
of the Forces — - — ■ - 

Impreft*Money repaid by Peregrine Francis Tho- 
mas, Efq. — 

yard Roberts, Efq. for the 



mftrong, arifing from the 
s in feveral Regiments, va- 
ion of Officers — ■ 

naldfon, for do. — - 

efworth, for do. 


Money pai 
Confol. F 
Do. by 
Sale of C01 
catcd by tl 
Do. by Hum, 

Do. by RichaVi 
Do. by KenderMaTon, Efq. Extor. of Render Ma- 
fon, on his Account, as Coutraftor in Eaft Flo- 
rida 

D«>. by William Brummell, Efq. Agent for the 

Out-Pcnfionersof Chelfea Holpital 

Do. by the Exors. of John Cowan, late Agent in 

Eait Florida — 

Do. by Sarah Dickcnfon and Granville Sharp, Ex- 
ors. of Elizabeth Oglethorpe, Extrix. of James 
Oglethorpe, late Agent in South Carolina and 

Georgia 

Money paid by Meflrs. Cox and Greenwood, on 
Account of Col. Allan Maclean, for the Purchafe 
of a Ship for traufportipg the late 84th Regiment 
Do. by John Johnftone, Efq. Exor. of George 
Johaftone, Efq. late Governor of Weft Florida, 
ip the Years 1765* 1766, and 1767 — 

Da. by George Watts, Efq. Rec. Gen. of the Iflc 
of Man - — — , 

Money paid by William Cowder,. Agent to the 16th 
Regiment of Dragoons 


A. 1793 / 

£• J * 

d. 

4026 16 

it 

2 549 7 

6 

798 17 

0 

1501 18 

• 0 

549 8 

6 

1713 x8‘ 

0 

5+9 8 

6 

not 18 

6 

13628 8 

6 

2000 0 

0 

140 2 

4 * 

16884 15 

6 

81 18 

4 

1171 6 

4 

3198 10 

0 

*799 8 

0 

149 9 

0 

1000 0 

0 

3000 0 

0 


351 11 11 

841 17 8 

1028 2 6 

179 19 of 
5000 o o 
* 7 * 4 1 
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3*3 

£• *[• 
33* 3 4 

20 O O 

, * *3 9§ 


Money paid by William Mitford, Efq; remitted 

from Barbadoes — 

Do. by Timothy N ucella, Jun. on Account of Life 
Annuities granted in the Year 1 746 — — 

Do. by Senhoufe Wilfon, Efq. Rec. Gen. of the 

Hie of Man 

Impreft Money, repaid by Captain John Barnes, 

by the Hands of Captain William T wifs — 25 1 5 0 

Do. by Lord Barrington, late Treafurer of the Navy 2914 13 5J 
Money paid by the Right hon. William Pitt, for 
the Ufe of Government ■ - 

' Do. by William Mitford, remitted from Canada on 

Account of a Debt to the Public 

Impreft Money repaid by the Rt. hon. Lord Howe, 

late Treafurer of the Navy — 

Money paid by William Barr; Efq. appointed tq 
provide the Nectflaries for the Hofpital in Ca- 
nada — 

Do. by Render Mafon, executor of Render Mal'on, 

Efq. on his Account, as Contractor in Eaft Flo- 
rida — • — — 

Do. by Alex. Anderfon, on Account of William 
Nefbitt, Clerk of the Council in St. John’ 
liland, for the Year 1 792 • — 


Total of INCIDENTS 


20 o o 
796 18 8 

150 1 5 5 

8 


*7 

2 

1000 

O 


O 

i 

19 

L 

O 

‘9 

*9 


Exchequer, 

the 19th Day of Dec. 1792. 
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Monday i a8 th January, 

m 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS prefented the following meffagt 
from His Majefty s 

GEORGE P. 

HIS Majejiy has given directions for laying before the Floufe 
of Commons, copies offeveral papers which have been received from 
Mr. Chauvelin, late Minijler Plenipotentiary from the ' Moji 
Chrijlian King, by His Majejiy' s Secretary of State for Foreign 
Ajfatrs , and of the anfwers returned thereto \ and likewife copy 
of an order made by His Majejiy in Council, and tranjmitted by 
His Majejiy s commands to the faid Mr. Chauvelin, in confe- 
quence of the accounts of the atrocious aCl recently perpetrated at 
Paris. 

In the prefent Jituation of affairs. His Majejiy thinks it indif- 
penfably neceffary to make a further augmentation of his forces by 
fea and land ; an d relies on the known affection and zeal of the 
Houfe of^dKKL^to enable His Majefy to take the moji effectual 
tneafuresW^^^^Brefent important conjuncture, for maintaining 
the fecurujj^^^^^hhts of his own dominions ; for fupporting his 
tallies i an^^^K ng views of aggrandizement and ambition on 
the part which would be at all times dangerous to the 

general intff^mf Europe, but are peculiarly Jo, when connected 
with t£ propagation of principles which lead to the violation of the 
tnojl f acred dimes, arid are utterly fubverfve of the peace and or- 
der of all civil fociety. 

G. P, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that he had but little to ftate 
tp the Houfe at the prefent moment, for he fhould referve 
fvhat he had to fay on the fubjedt of His Majefty’s moil graci- 
ous communication, until the time when the Houle fhould 
take that communication into conlideration ; after which, the 
addition to our armaments would be regularly moved in the 
Committee of Supply. Indeed, he knew not what could now 
f be faid by any Member in that Houfe, that would not bCTTlore 
properly referred for a future day, to be fixed by the Houfe 
for taking up the fubjedt with all the gravity and importance 
that belonged to it. He fhould .juft only pbferve, that in a!) 
t||eir former difeuflions, fince the opening of the prefent fef? 
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(ion, one circumftance alone — the influence which their deli- 
berations might have upon an event then pending in a neigh- 
bouring kingdom — feemed to prevent the unanimity fo much 
to be defired. The horrid and atrocious a£t fince committed 
in that kingdom, he was fure, mull make a deep and uniform 
impreflion, wherever fentiments of allegiance, of juftice, of 
humanity, of religion, were felt or acknowledged. But how- 
ever deeply imprefled with thefe feelings, the Hotife doubtlefs 
felt the propriety of fufpending the declaration of their fenti- 
ments upon His Majeity’s communication, until the time 
when they could declare them in a manner, befitting the mag- 
nitude of the occafion and the dignity of a Britilh Houfe of 
Commons. He concluded with moving that the meflage from 
His Majcfly be taken into consideration on Thurfday next. 

Lord WYCOMBE faid, he Should trouble the Houfe very 
Shortly ; he rofe, indeed, to fay, that he partly agreed with 
the right honourable gentleman, and partly to fay that he was 
not fanguine enough to hope that what he fhould fay would be 
very much attended to, at a time when megiftpaffions were too 
ftrong for their reafon. The event to wtf^^Hfright honour- 
able gentleman alluded was an a& from e human mind 

mult revolt, and of which hiftory did nqWBKfh an example. 
But that on which he wifhed particulairjr tjflnbrprefs his opi- 
nion was, that, under all the circumftanceis bf prefent difficul-. 
ty, we were likely to be engaged in a war — not a war of rtc- 
ceflity, of juftice, or of principle, but a war againft the li- 
berty of mankind, and the progrefs and improvement of the 
human mind — a war of defpotifm againft a people wifhing to 
be free, and now endeavouring to regulate their internal affairs. 
He maintained there was no neceflity for a war with France, 
nor could there be any juftice in it, for on all occafions fince 
the commencement of the difturbances upon the Continent* the 
French had manifefted pure good will towards us, and exprefl- 
ed the mod earned difpofition to explain, and to abftain from 
any thing that could be conftrued into an attack upon our al- 
lies. His Lordfhip wifhed the Houfe to*refle£l on the confe- 
quenee of our going to war at this period ; the effect it would 
have upon our trade, and hinted that no man could poffibly 
fuppofe, that by reflecting on the conduft of Minifters towards 
Fjmetip tJwt they r«iljy, intends to preferye for this country, 
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the bleffings of peace ; that conclu fion no man could arrive at, . 
when he thought upon the fapercilious manner in which we 
had reje&e{l all their explanations, and the terms in Which we 
had pretended to refufe, while in fa£l we did not refufe to treat 
with them. - , 

Indeed there were many obje&ions to our proceeding to hof- 
tilities, which Minifters did not feem to weigh with proper 
care. What was to become of the trade of this country 
What was the conditioh of a filler ftingdom ? Thefe points 
were entirely negle&ed, w^ile Minifters were pretending to 
•praifethe fpirit of the people, and endeavouring to impofeupon 
their underftandings by creating *falfe alarms. Thefe things 
appeared to him to be worthy of much confideration, and per- 
haps he fhould, at a future period, call fome attention to them. 
The right honourable gentleman might call them paradoxes, 
perhaps, 2nd pretend to treat them with contempt ; he him- 
felf, indeed, had, fume years ago, been a preacher of fuch pa- 
radoxes, when he had faid, that he wifhed at "all events to 
lerve his country* , hut that he would not accept of a fubordi- 
nate office in thC^tatjc. His Lordfhip faid, he didnot wifh to 
trouble the Houj^ with obfervations upon himfelf or his own 
charader, nor did he often take part in a debate, but he 
would fay, that he fhould fupport the chara£ter of an honeft 
independent Member of that Houfe, in defiance of any ground- 
lefs allegations again ft him. That he looked for no fituation 
in the State, fubordinate or not fubordinafe ; and that he fhould 
remain a Member of it only while he remained independent. 
He faid, it was with great pain he troubled the Houfe upon 
this topic ; but he thought it was his duty to fay thus mpeh, 
becaufe he knew that his conduct and his principles had been 
mifreprefented and mifunderftood. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT obferved, that he was not aware 
that any part of His Majefty’s fpesch related to the c6ndu& 
-Or the principles of the noble Lord who fpoke laft ; he fhould 
only fay that it gave him great fatisfadlion to learn that the no- 
ble Lord intended to ftate all his fentiments on a future day. 
Whenever the noble Lord fhould be pleafed to bring forward 
the topics to which he alluded, he thought he fhould be able 
to give him a diftin& anfwer ; he fhould not, however, anti- 
cipate tfeat debate, and therefore he fhould only fay, that 
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whenever the nohle Lord Should be pleafed to come forward 
with any obfcrvations pointed at him perfonally, he did not 
think that he fhould want ten days to prepare for giving him 
an anfwer. 

Mr. DRAKE faid, he rofe in the caufe of humanity* of 
the feelings of humanity, of philantropy, and of religion; 
to fecond the motion. ' 

Mr. FOX faid, that the bufinefs before the Houfe, and 
the circumflances alluded to in His Majefty’s meffage, were 
of the greatefl importance, and fuch as could not with pro- 
priety be decided upon but after mature deliberation. But he 
was not furprifed that at this time the noble Lord fhould wifh 
to give his opinion on the two molt material points of it. 
The noble Lord had faid what he felt on two points, differing 
in their nature from each other, but both neceffary to be ex- 
plained at the prcfent moment. It was right that the noble 
Lord fhould convey his thoughts upon the fituation of this 
country ; it was natural that he fhould be anxious about the 
manner in which his fentiments were conftrued,. and his ex- 
preflions reprefented. With regard to that part of the com- 
munication from His Majefty, which related to the late de- 
teflable fcene exhibited in a neighbouring country, he could 
not fuppofe there were two opinions in that Houfe; he knew 
they were all ready to declare their abhorrence of that abomi- 
nable proceeding. But although this was the unanimous feel- 
ing of the Houfe upon that part of the fubjeft, yet there were 
many who did not look fo lightly on the bleflings of peace 
('more particularly at this period) as to be ready to confent to 
a war, without knowing the foundation of it, and the reafon 
why it was undertaken. There were thofe who could not 
confent to its being entered into at all, unlefs much more in- 
formation were given on the neceflity of it. He did not, wifh 
to anticipate what might remain to be faid in explanation of 
this neceflity ; he wifhed that the whole might be referved for 
a future day. The right honourable geiftleman had faid, that 
when any thing was brought forward againft him, he fhould be 
ready to anfwer it, without requiring much time toconfiderof 
the anfwer. With refpe£t to the abilities of the right honour- 
able gentleman, he entertained no kind of doubt ; that was a 
fubjcdl upon which he was fure he and the right honourable 
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gefttleman concurred in opinion. But was the Houfe to under- 
ftand by the right honourable gentleman’s faying that he was 
always ready to anfwer any charge againft him the moment it 
was made, that when he made no anfwer at all, he had no 
anfwer to make ? 

The motion was then put and agreed to, and the Houfe ad- 
journed till Thurfday next. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS prefented to the Houfe, by His 
Majefty’’ $ command, the following Copies of Corrcfpondence 
between M. Chauvclin and Lord Grenville : 

No. r. 

Tranfiation of a Note delivered by Monficur Chauvclin to 
Lord Grenville, May 12th 1792. ^ 

THE undcrligncd Miniller Plenipotentiary of His Majefty 
the King of the French, is ordered by his Court to tranfmit to 
his Excellency Lord Grenville, Secretary of State to His Bri- 
tannic Majefty for the department of Foreign Affairs, the fol- 
lowing note : 

The King of the French, in fending a Minifter Plenipoten- 
tiary to London, has efpeciallv charged him to commence his 
million by manifefting to the Britilh Government the powerful 
reafons which have determined France to a war with the King 
of Hungary and Bohemia. He has thought that he owes this 
maaifeftatioti to the purity of the intentions which animate him, 
as well as to the laws of good neighbourhood, and to the va- 
lue' which he attaches to every thing which may maintain con- 
fidence and friendlhip between two empires, who have at this 
moment, more than ever, reafons for drawing near each other, 
and uniting themfelvcs together. 

Having become King of a free nation, after having fworn 
to fupport the conftitution it has given herfelf, he cannot but 
deeply feci all the attacks deligned againft that conftitutio n^;, 
ahd his probity alone would have induced him to prevent and 
combat them. 

The King has feen a great confpiracy formed againft France, 
the agents of this league concealing, under an infulting pity 
lor him,, the preparations of their defigns j and His Majefty 
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has had the grief to count among them Frenchmen, whofe fide- 
lity appeared to be guaranteed by fo many powerful motives 
and private ties. ' % 

* The King has not been fparing of the means of perfuafion to 
bring them back to their duty, and to break this threatening 
league, which fupported and ftrengthened their guilty hopes. 
But the Emperor Leopold, the promoter and > declared leader 
of this great confpiracy, and after his deceafe Francis, King 
of Hungary and Bohemia, have never fincerely anfwered any of 
the candid and reiterated demands of the King. 

After being wearied by delays and vague anfwers, the impa- 
tience of the French increafing daily by new provocations, thole 
Princes have fucceflively avowed the coalition of the Powers 
againft France. They never juftified themfelves for the part 
they had taken in it, or for that they were Hill taking. Far 
from (hewing themfelves difpofed to dilfolve it by their in- 
fluence, they have fought to connect it with fa&s, which in 
the firft place were foreign to it, and upon which France has 
never refufed doing juftice to the interefted parties. And, as 
if the King of Hungary were deflrous of confecrating the per- 
petuity of the attack he makes on the fovereignty of the French 
empire, he^ias declared that this coalition, equally injurious 
to the King and to the Nation, could not ceafe until France 
fliould remove the ferious caufes which had given rife to it , that is 
to fay, fo long as France, jealous of her independence, would 
not give up the final left point of her new conftitution. 

Such an anfwer, preceded and fupported by preparations 
moft evidently hoftile, and by an ill-concealed protection of 
the rebels, muft have appeared to the National Aflembly, to 
the King, and to all France, as a manifeift aggreflion ; for it 
is commencing war to announce that troops are aflembled and 
called in all quarters, in order to conftrain the inhabitants of a 
country to alter the form of government which they have freely 
chofen, and fworn to defend. 

Such is the fenfe and,’ as it were, the fubftance, of all the 
evafive anfwers of the Emperor and King of Hungary’s Mini- 
fters, to the Ample and candid explanations which the King re- 
quired of them. 

Thus the King faw himfelf forced* into a war, which was 
already declared againft him ; but, religioufly faithful to the 
Vo l. XXXIV. U u 
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principles of the conftitution, whatever may finally be the fate 
of arms in this war, France reje£ts all ideas of aggrandizement. 
She will preferve her limits, her liberty, her conftitution, her 
inalienable right of reforming herfelf, whenever (he may think 
proper : /he will never confent that, under any relation, fo- 
reign Powers Ihould attempt to di&ate, or even dare to nouri/h 
a hope of di&ating laws to her. But this very pride, fo natu- 
ral and fo juft, is a fure pledge to all the Powers, from whom 
/he (hall have received no provocation, not only of her con- 
ftantly pacific difpofitions, but alfo of the relpeft which the 
French will know how to (hew, at all times, for the law's, the 
cuftoms, and all the forms of government of different nations. 

The King, indeed, wifhes it to be known, that he would 
publicly and feverely difavow all thole of his agents at foreign 
Courts in peace with France, who fhould dare to depart an 
inftant from that refpedt, either by fomenting or favouring in- 
furre&ions againft the eftablifhed order, or by interfering in 
any manner whatever in the interior policy of fuch States, un- 
der pretence of a profelytifm, which, exercifed in the dominions 
of friendly Powers, would be a real violation of the law of 
nations. 

The King hopes that the Britilh Government will fee in this 
expofition the incontrovertible juftice, and the necelfity of the 
war, which the French nation maintains againft the King of 
Hungary and Bohemia ; and that he will moreover find in it 
that common principle of liberty and independence, of which 
they ought not to be lefs jealous than France.- For England 
is free likewife, becaufe (lie determined to be fo; and allur- 
ed ly (he did not fuffer other powers to attempt to compel her 
alter the conftitution (he had adopted, to lend the fmalleft a /lift- 
ance to rebellious fubje£is, or to pretend to interfere, under 
any pretence, in her interior difputes. 

Perfuaded that His Britannic Majefty is not lefs ardently 
defirous than himfelf of feeing the good underftanding and 
union between the two countries confolidated and ftrengthened, 
the King demands, that, conformably to the 4th article of the 
* treaty of navigation and commerce of the a6th September 1786, 
His Britannic Majefty remind all his fubje&s of Great 
Britain and Ireland, anjjf publilh it in the accuftomed manner, 
in thole two kingdoms, and in the iflands and countries da- 
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pendant upon them, an exprefs prohibition to exercile againft 
France, or againft the fhips of France, any hoftility, by cruiz- 
ing on the Teas, or to take out any patent, commiffion, or let- 
ters of reprizals, from the different Princes or States who are 
pr (hall be at war with France ; or to make ufe, in any man- 
ner, of fuch patents or commiflions. 

The King requires bolides, that all the articles of the afore- • 
faid treaty, which relate to the cafe of one of the contrafling 
powers being at war, and efpecially the 3d, 16th, 24th, 39th, 
40th, and 41 ft articles, fhall be punctually obferved and exe- 
cuted, in the fame manner as His Majefty is determined to a Cl 
on his part, refpeCting all the ftipulations of this treaty. 

London, 12 May 1792, 

4th Year of French Liberty. 

The Minifter Plenipotentiary of 
France, 

CHAUVELIN. 


No. II. 

Tranflation of a Note from Lord Grenville, to Monfteur 
Chauvelin, dated May 24th, 1792. 

THE under-figned Secretary of State to the King has had 
the honour of laying before His Majelly the official note which 
Monfteur Chauvelin tranfmitted to him the 15th inftant. He 
has orders to tefiify to that Minifter how truly fenftble His 
Majefty ever is to the proofs of friendfhip and confidence 
which he receives on the part of His Moll Chriftian Majefty, 
and with how much fincerity he returns them by fentiments 
perfeClly reciprocal. 

His Majefty could not learn without the deepeft regret that a 
War has broken out between His Moll Chriftian Majefty and 
His Majefty the -King of Hungary and Bohemia. This fenti- 
ment is equally infpired by his love for humanity, by the irite- 
reft he takes in the maintaining the tranquillity of Europe, andf 

Uu 2 
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by his fincere wiihes for the perfonal happinefs of Their Moft: 
Chriftian and Apoftolic Majefties, and for the profperity of 
their dominions. In the prefent circumftances he thinks it 
right to abftain from entering into a difcuflion of the motives 
and the fteps on each fide which have brought on a rupture fo 
afflidling to a fovereign, the neighbour and friend of the two 
belligerent parties. 

Confining himfelf, therefore, to exprefiions of the . wiihes 
he will never ceafc to form for the fpeedy and permanent re- 
eftablifhment of peace, he does not hefitate, however, to give 
to His Moft Chriftian Majefty the diredl and pofitive a flu ranee 
of his readinefs to fulfil in the moft exadt manner the ftipula- 
tions of the treaty of navigation and commerce of which His 
Moft Chriftian Majefty requires the execution. 

Faithful to all his engagements. His Majefty will pay the 
ftridteft attention to the prefervation of the good underftanding 
which fo happily fubfifts between him and His Moft Chriftian 
Majefty ; expediting with confidence, that, animated with the 
fame fentiments. His Moft Chriftian Majefty will not fail ‘to 
contribute to the fame end, by caufing, on his part, the rights 
of His Majefty and his allies to be refpedted, and by rigo- 
roufly forbidding any ftep which might affedt the friendfliip 
which' His Majefty has ever defired to confolidate and perpe- 
tuate for the happinefs of the two empires. 

(Sigped) GRENVILLE, 

Whitehall, 24 May, 1792. 


No. III. 


Tranflation of a Note from Monfieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, May 24th, 1792. 

THE under-figned Minifter Plenipotentiary from the King 
of the French to His Britannic Majefty, has the honour to 
Hate to his Excellency Lord Grenville, Minifter of State for 
Foreign Affairs, 

That the Royal Proclamation publilhed the 21ft of this 
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rtionth, and communicated to the two Houfes of Parliament, 
contains fome expre (lions which might, Contrary to the inten- 
tions of the Britifh Miniftry, give weight to the falfe opinions 
which the enemies of France endeavour to circulate with re- 
fpe& to her intentions towards Great Britain. 

If certain individuals of this country have eftablifhed a cor- 
refpondence abroad, tending to excite troubles therein, and if, 
as the Proclamation feems to infinuate, certain Frenchmen 
have come into their views, that is a proceeding wholly foreign 
to the French Nation, to the Legiflative Body, to the King, 
and to his Minifters ; it is a proceeding of which they are en- 
tirely ignorant, which militates againft every principle of juf- 
tice, and which, whenever it became known, would be uni- 
verfally condemned in France. Independently of thofe prin- 
ciples of juftice, from which a free people ofight never to de- 
viate, is it not evident, from a due consideration of the true 
interests of the French Nation, that (he ought to defire the in- 
terior tranquillity, the continuance and the force of the Confti- 
tution of a country which (he already looks upon as her naturaf 
ally? 

Is not this the only reafonable wifli, which a people can 
form, which fees fo many efforts united againft its liberty? 
The Miniftcr Plenipotentiary, deeply fenfible of thefe truths, 
and of the maxims of univerfal morality upon which they are 
founded, had already reprefented them in an official note, which 
he tranfmitted to the Britifh Miniftry the 15th of this month, 
by the exprefs orders of his Court ; and he thinks it his duty 
to repeat, on the prefent occafion, the important declarations 
which it contains : 

44 Religioufly faithful to the principles of its Conftitution, 
“ whatever may be definitively the fortune of her arms in this 
44 war, France repels every idea of aggrandifement ; (he 
44 wilhes to preferve her own limits, her liberty, her Confti- 
44 tution, and her inalienable right of reforming herielf, when- 
44 ever (he (hall judge proper: (he will never confent that fo- 
44 reign powers (hould in any drape dictate, or (hould dare to 
44 nourifh a hope of di&ating laws to her ; but this very pride, 
44 fo natural and fo juft, is a pledge to all the powers from 
44 whom (he (hall have received no provocation, not only of 
44 her conftantly pacific difpofitions, but alfo of the refpefl 
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“ which the French will at all times know how to pay to the 
“ laws, the ufages, and all the forms of government of diffb- 
“ rent people. The King alfo defires that it may be know.n, 
“ that he would difavow, decidedly and feverely, all thofe of 
“ his agents in foreign Courts at peace with France, who 
“ might dare to deviate a moment from this refpe&, either by 
fomenting or by favouring revolts againft the eftablifhed or- 
€t der, or by interfering in any manner whatever in the int;er- 
“ nal politics of thofe States, under pretext of making pro- 
“ felytes, which, exercifed towards friendly powers, would 
“ be a real violation of the law of nations. 

4t The King hopes that the Britilh Government will fee in 
** this expofition the incontrovertible juftice, and the neceflity 
44 of the war, which the French Nation carries on againft the 
** King of Hungary and Bohemia, and that it will further 
“ find therein, that common principle of liberty and indepen- 
“ dence, of which it ought not to be lefs jealous than France j 
“ for England alfo is free, becaufe the would be fo, and cer- 
tainly fhe has not fuffered that other powers ftiould conftrain 
** her to change the Conftitution which (he has adopted, that 
4t they fhould lend the leaft afliftance to her rebellious fubjedts, 
4( nor that they (hould pretend to interfere, under any pretext, 
in her internal difcuflions.” 

The honour of France, her defire of preferving and aug- 
menting a good underftanding between the two countries, and 
the neceflity of clearing up every doubt as to her difpofitions, 
requiring that they Ihould be as publicly known as poflible, 
the under-figned Minifter Plenipotentiary requefts that Lord 
■Grenville would communicate this official note to the two 
Houfes of Parliament, previous to their deliberating on the 
Proclamation of His Britannic Majefty of the 21ft of May. 
He feizes this opportunity of renewing to his Excellency the 
a flu ranees of his high efteem and refpedt. 

The Minifter Plenipotentiary of France, 

(Signed) F. CHAUVELIN. 

London, May 24th, 1792, 

Fourth Year of French Liberty. 
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No. IV. 

Tranflation of a Letter front Lord Grenville to Monfieur 
Chauvelin, May 25th, 1792. 

Whitehall, 25th May, 1792. 

I HAVE already had the honour. Sir, to acknowledge the 
receipt of the note which you addreffed to me, dated yef- 
terday. 

Defiring, with ardour and fincerity, to maintain, in all the 
affairs that I may have the honour to treat with you, that har- 
mony and cordiality which correfpond with the intentions of 
the King, it is with regret that I find myfelf under the necef- 
fity of making to you the following obfervations on the fubjedl 
of that paper : — I am perfuaded that it was not at all your in- 
tention to deviate from the rules and forms eftabliftred in this, 
kingdom for the correfpondence of the Minifters of foreign 
Courts with the King’s Secretary of State for this department. 
But it was impoffible for me not to remark that in your laft 
note, the only queftion relates to a communication which you 
defire me to make to the two Houfes of Parliament, before 
they deliberate upon an objedl which you appear to believe 
they were about to difcufs. It is necellary for me to obferve 
to you. Sir, that in my quality of Secretary of State to His 
Majefty, I cannot receive any communication from a foreign 
Minifter, but in order to lay it before the King, and to receive 
His Majefty’s commands thereupon ; and that the delibera- 
tions of the two Houfes of Parliament, as well as the commu- 
nications which His Majefty (hall be pleafed to make to them, 
relative to the affairs of the kingdom, are obje&s abfolutely 
foreign to all diplomatic correfpondence, and upon which it is 
impoffible for me to enter into any difcuffion whatever with 
the Minifters of other Courts. 

This, Sir, is the only anfwer which it will be poffible for 
me to return to the note in queftion; which, as well in its 
form as in its obje&, cannot be confidered as a tegular and of- 
ficial communication. 'T (hall always feel the greateft pleafure 
in reporting to His Majefty the a durances which you may be 
authorifed to give me for that purpofe, of the friendly difpofi- 
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tions of your Court ; and I defire you to accept the expreflion 
of the efteem and high regard with which I have the honour 
to be, 8 cc. ' , 


GRENVILLE. 


No. V. 

\ 

Tranflation of a Letter from Monfieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, May 25th, 1792. 

Portman Square, May 25th, 1792. 

I HAVE this moment, my Lord, received the letter which 
you have done me the honour to write to me on the fubjedl of 
the note which I fent you yefterday, the 24th inftant. I have 
the honour to thank you for the obliging manner in which it is 
expreffed. You have done juftice to my intentions, in believ- 
ing that I did not intend to depart from the eftabliftied rules 
and forms of this kingdom. 

I by no means thought, when I prefented that note to you, 
that the demand contained in it ought not, as well as all others, 
to be laid before the King of Great Britain ; it was exprefsly 
in the intention of giving to His Majefty frclh aflurances of 
deference and refpedt. for the Britifh Government, that I did 
myfelf the honour of making that laft notification : and it be- 
ing my defire to make this manifestation of the difpofitions of 
the French Government as public as poflible, I thought it belt 
to beg you to communicate it tp both Houfes of Parliament. 

In making this requeft, my Lord, I intended to obviate the 
falfe interpretations which might be occafioned in the two 
Houfes by the article of the Proclamation, which is the fubjedfc 
of it ; I flattered myfelf by this means to contribute towards 
the maintenance of that harmony, and of that cordiality be- 
tween the two States, of which I with joy remarked the ex- 
preflion in the aflurance which you gave me, that it is no lefs 
defined by His Britannic Majefty than by .the King of the 
French. 

As to the reft, my Lord, any other form which it may fuit ' 
you to adopt, and which may render very public the fentiments 
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of France, her true difpofitions with regard to England, and 
the orders which I have received from the King of the French, 
and which I have communicated to you, will equally anfwcr 
the with of the French Government. 

Pleafe to accept the homage of the efteem, and of the high 
confideration with which I have the honour to be. See. 


(Signed; F, CHAUVELIN. 


No. VI. 

Tranflation of a Note from Monfieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, received June 2d, 1792. 

THE under-figned Minifter Plenipotentiary from the King 
of the French to His Britannic Majcfty has the honour to ftate 
to his Excellency Lord Grenville, Minifter of State for Fo- 
reign Affairs, that the Royal Proclamation, publifhed the 2tft 
of this month, and communicated to the two Houfes of Par- 
liament, contains fome expreflions which might, contrary to 
the intentions of the Britifh Miniftry, give weight to the falfe 
opinions which the enemies of France endeavour to circulate 
with refpe£t to her intentions towards Great Britain. 

If certain individuals of this country have eftabliQied a cor- 
refpondence abroad, tending to excite troubles therein, and if, 
as the Proclamation feems to inftnuate, certain Frenchmen 
have come into their views, that is a proceeding wholly foreign 
to the French Nation, to the Legiflative Body, to the King, 
and to his Minifters ; it is a proceeding of which they are en- 
tirely ignorant, which militates againft every principle of juf- 
tice, and which, whenever it became known, would be uni- 
verfally condemned in France. Independently of thofe prin- 
ciples of juftice, from which a free people ought never to de- 
viate, is it not evident, from a due confideration of the true 
rnterefts of the French Nation, that fhe ought to defire the in- 
terior tranquillity, the continuance and the force of the Confti- 
tution of a country which fhe already looks upon as her natural 
ally i Is not this the only reafonabte wilh, which people can 
form, who fees fo many efforts united againft: its liberty l 
Vox,. XXXIV. Xx 
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The Minifter Plenipotentiary, deeply fenfible of thefe truths, 
and pf the maxims of univerfal morality upon which they are 
founded, had already reprefented them in an official note, which 
he tranfmitted to the Britifh Miniftry the 15th of this month, 
.by the exprefs orders of his Court ; and he thinks it his duty 
to repeat, on the prefent occafion, the important declarations 
which it contains : 

“ Religioufly faithful to the principles of its Conftitution, 
“ whatever may be definitively the fortune of her aims in this 
“ war, France repels every idea of aggrahdi foment ; (he 
“ withes to prcferve her own limits, her liberty, iter Confti- 
** tution, and her inalienable right of reforming h.rfclf, when- 
ever (he (hall judge proper : (he will never confent that fo-- 
“ reign powers ihould in any lhape diftatc; or lhould dare to 
** nouri(h a hope of dilating laws to her; but this very pride, 
** fo natural and fo juft, is a pledge to all the powers from 
“ whom (lie (hall have received no provocation, not only of 
“ her conftantly pacific difpofitions, but alfo of the refpe£t 
“ which the French will at all times know how to pay to the 
** laws, the ufages, and all the forms of government of diffe- 
** rent people. The King alfo defires that it may be known, 
** that he would difavow, decidedly and feverely, all thofe of 
“ his agents in foreign Courts at peace with France, who 
tc might dare to deviate a moment from this refpe<£t, either by 
fomenting or by favouring revolts againft the eftabliftied or- 
“ der, or by interfering in any manner whatever in the inter- 
f< nal politics of thofe States, under pretext of making pro- 
“ felytes, which, excrcifed towards friendly powers, would 
«* be a real violation of the law of nations. 

f< The King hopes that the Britifh Government will fee in 
“ this expofition the incontrovertible juftice, and the ncceflity 
** of the war, which the French Nation carries on againft the 
“ King of Hungary and Bohemia, and that it will further 
** find therein, that common principle of liberty and indepen- 
** dence, of which it ought not to be lefs jealous than France ; 

“ for England alfo is free, becaufe (he would be fo, and cer- 
** ’tainly (he has not fuffered that other powers (hould conftrain 
** her to change the Confti tution which (he has adopted, that 
4t they (hould lend the lead aftiflance to her rebellious fubjedls. 
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nor that they (hould pretend to interfere, under any pretext, 
“ in her internal difcuflions.” 

The- honour of France, her defire of preferving and aug- 
menting a good underftanding between the two countries, and 
the neceflity of clearing up every doubt as to her difpofitions, 
requiring that they fhould be as publicly known as pofiible, 
the under-figned Minifter Plenipotentiary requefts that Lord 
Grenville would obtain His Britannic Majefty’s permiffion to 
communicate this official note to the two Houfiss of Parlia- 
ment, previous to their deliberating on the Proclamation of 
the 21ft of May. 

He feizes this opportunity of renewing to his Excellency the 
jiffurances of his high efteem and refpedl. 

The Minifter Plenipotentiary of France, 

(Signed) F. CHAUVELIN. 

No, vir. 

Tranflation of a Note fromMonfieur Chauvelin to Lord Gren- 
ville, dated June 18th, 1792. 

THE underfigned Minifter Plenipotentiary of His Majefty 
the King of the French has tranfmitted to His Majefty the offi- 
cial note which Lord Grenville addrefled to him on the 24th of 
May laft, on the part of His Britannic Majefty, inanfwerto 
that which he had the honour to deliver to him on the 15th of 
the fame month, together with the Royal proclamation pub- 
lifhed in conlequence of it. He is dircdled to afturc His Bri- 
tannic Majefty of the due fenfe which the King entertains of 
the friendly difpofitions, and of the fentiments of humanity, 
of juftice, and of peace, which are fo clearly manifefted in that 
anfwer. 

The King of the French obferved with care all its expref- 
fions, and is happy in confequence to renew to the King of 
Great Britain the formal aflurance that every thing which can 
intereft the rights of His Britannic Majefty will continue to 
be the object of his moft particular and moft fcrupulous atten- 
tion. 


Xx 2 
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He haftens at the fame time to declare to him, conformably 
to the defire exprefled in that anfwer, that the rights of all 
the allies of Great Britain, who fhall not have provoked 
Prance by hoflile meafures, fhall by him be no left; religioufly 
refpe&ed. 

In making, or rather in renewing this declaration, the King 
of the French enjoys the double fatisfa&ion of expreffing the 
wifh of a people, in whole eyes every war which is not ren- 
dered neccflary by a due attention, to its defence is eftentially 
unjuft, and joining particularly in the wifhes of His Britannic 
Majefty for the tranquillity of Europe, which would never be 
difturbed if France and England would unite in Order to pre- 
ferve it. 

But this declaration of the King’s, and the difpofitions of 
His Britannic Majefty, authorize him to hope that he will be 
induced eagerly to employ his good offices with thofe allies to 
diiluade them from granting, dire£Uy or indire£lly, any af- 
fiftancc to the enemies of France, and to infpire them with re- 
gard to its rights, that is to fay, its independence, with thofe 
attentions which France is ready to manifefl on every occafion 
for the rights of all powers who fhall obferve towards her the 
terms of a ftri£t neutrality. 

The fteps taken by the Cabinet of Vienna amongft the diffe* 
tent powers, and principally amongft the allies of His Britan- 
nic Majefty, in order to engage them in a quarrel which is fo- 
reign to them, are known to all Europe. If public report 
even were to be credited, its fuccefles at the Court of Berlin 
prepare the way for others in the United Provinces. The. 
threats held out to the different Members of the Germanic 
body to make them deviate from that wife neutrality which 
their political fituation, and their deart ft interefts, preferihe to 
them; the arrangements taken with different Sovereigns of 
Italy to determine them to a& hoftilely againft France ; and 
taftly, the intrigues by which Ruffia has juft been induced to 
arm againft the Conftitution of Poland ; every thing points out 
frefh marks of a vaft confpiracy againft free dates, whieh feems 
to threaten to precipitate Europe in tmiverfal war. 

Hie confluences of fuch a confpiracy, formed by the con- 
currence of powers who have been fo long rivals, will be eafrfy 
felt by His Britannic Majefty : The balance of Europe, the 
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independence of the different powers, the, general peace, every 
ccmfi deration which at all times has fixed the attention of the 
Englifh Government, is at once expofed and threatened. 

The King of the French prefents thefe ferious and impor- 
tant confiderations to the folicitude and to the friendfhip bf 
His Britannic Majefty. Strongly penetrated with the marks 
of intereft and of affe&ion which he has received from him; 
he invites him to feek, in his wifdom, in his fituation, and in 
his influence, means compatible with the independence of the 
French nation, to flop, whilft it is ftill time, the progrefs of 
that confederacy, which equally threatens the peace, the li- 
berty, the happinefs of Europe, and above all to difluade from 
all acceflion to this project thofe of his allies whom it may be 
wifhed to draw into it, or who may have been already drawn 
into it from fear, fedu&ion, and different pretexts of the falfefl 
,as well as of the rood odious policy. 


The Minifler Plenipotentiary of France. 

(Signed) F. CHAUVELIN. 


Portman Square, 

June 1 8th, 1792, the 4th 
Year of Liberty. 


No. VIII. 

Tranflation of a Note from Lord Grenville to Monfieur Chau- 

velin, July 8th, 1792. 

THE underfigned Secretary of State to His Majefty has had 
the honour to lay before His Majetiy the. note which Monffettr 
Chauvelin fent him the 18th of June. 

The King always receives with the fame fenfibility from His 
Moft Chriftian Majefty the affiirances of his friendfhip, and of 
his difpoOtion to maintain that happy harmony which fubfifts 
between the two empires. His Majefty will never refufe to 
concur in the prefervation or re-eftabliihment of peace between 
the. other powers of Europe, by fuch means as are proper to 
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produce that effect, and are compatible with his dignity, and 
with the principles which govern his conduct. But the fame 
fentimepts which have determined him not to take a part in the 
internal affairs of France, ought equally to induce him to re- 
fpe& the rights and the independence of other Sovereigns, and 
efpecially thofe of the allies ; and His Majcfty has thought 
that, in the exifting circumdances of the war now begun, the 
intervention of his councils, or of his good offices, cannot 
be of ufe, unlefs they fhould be defired by all the parties inte- 
reded. 

Nothing then remains for the underfigned, but to repeat to 
Monfieur Chauvelin the aflurances of thofe wiffies which His 
Majefty forms for the return of tranquillity, of the intered 
which he will always take in the happinefs of his Mod Chrif- 
tian Majedy ; and of the value which he attaches to his friend- 
Blip, and to the confidence which he has (hewn him. 


Whitehall, 

8th July 179a. 

(Signed) GRENVILLE. 


No. IX. 

Tranflation of a Note from Monfieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, 19th Nov. 1792. 

MONSIEUR Chauvelin has the honour to prefcnt his re- 
fpe&s to Lord Grenville ; and rcqucds that he would, as foon 
as poffible, grant him a moment’s convcrfation, and that he 
would appoint for that purpofe the hour and the place, either 
in town or country, at which it would be lead inconvenient to 
him to meet him. 

Portman Square, 
the 19th November, 1792. 
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No. X. 

Tranflation of a Note from Lord Grenville to Monftettr Chau- 
velin, Nov. 21ft, 1792. 

LORD Grenville prefents his compliments ^to Monfienr 
Chauvelin. He received ycfterday evening the note which 
Monfieur Chauvelin addreflTed to him, dated the 19th of this 
month : before he can anfwer it, he mud, under the prefcnt 
circumftances, requelt Monfieur Chauvelin will be pleafed to 
explain to him the objeft of the conference which he has de- 
fired. 

Whitehall, 

November 21ft, 1792. 


No. XI. 

Tranflation of a Note from Monlieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, Nov. 22d, 1792. 

MONSIEUR Chauvelin has the honour to prefent his com- 
pliments to Lord Grenville. He thought that the private con- 
vocation which he had the honour to propofe to him a few 
days fince, could not, in the prefent circumftances, without 
any inconveniency, but have produced advantageous effects j 
if Lord Grenville thinks otherwife, and conflders fuch an in- 
terview as ufelefs at this moment, Monfieur Chauvelin will 
not infift upon it ; and will only regret that he has not been 
able to feize this opportunity of offering his refpedls to Lord 
Crenville, and of renewing to him aflfurances of his efteem. 

Portman Square, . 
the 22d November, 1792. 


Lord Grenville. 
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No. XII. 

Translation of a Letter from Lord Grenville to Monfieur 
Chauvelin, Nov. 28th, 1792. 

Whitehall, Nov» 28th, 1792. 

Sir, 

I could have wifhed that you had thought yourfelf enabled 
to fatisfy the defire which I exprclTed to you, of knowing the 
obje£t of the conference you demanded of me fome days ago : 
but as, on reflecting on the Situation of affairs, I have thought 
with you, that the private converfation you propofed to me 
may be ufeful under the exifting circumftances, I will not re- 
fufe it. 

I will beg of you to be fo good as to come to the Office for 
Foreign Affairs to-morrow at noon, if that hour Should be con- 
venient to you. 

In the mean time I renew to you the aflurance of the diftin- 
gui filed regard with which I have the honour to be, &c. 

GRENVILLE. 

Monfieur Chauvelin. 

No. XIII. 

Tranilation of a Note from Monfieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, Dec. 27th, 1792. 

Portman Square, Dec, 27th, 1792, 
the firft year of the Republic. 

THE underfigned Minifter Plenipotentiary of France has 
the honour to communicate to his Excellency Lord Grenville 
the inftru&ions which he has received from the Executive 
Council of the French Republic, with orders to lay them be- 
fore His Britannic Maj city’s Secretary of State, for the depart- 
ment of Foreign Affairs, in cafe he ihould believe that he could 
not fufficiently foun obtain an interview with that Minifter. 

' I 
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The French Government, by continuing, fince the recall of 
Lord Gower from Paris, to leave at London its Minifter Ple- 
nipotentiary, conceived that it gave his Britannic Majefty an 
unequivocal proof of the defire it had to continue to live upon 
good terms with him, and to difpel thofe clouds which the 
events neceflary and inherent to the internal regulations of 
France, appeared at that time to have occaOoned. The in- 
tentions of the Executive Council of France, with regard to 
England, have not ceafed to be the fame ; but it has not been 
able to fee with indifference the public condudf which the Bri- 
tifh Miniftry maintains at prefent towards France. It is with 
regret that it has remarked in this conduit, a character of ill 
will, to which it is yet unwilling to give credit. It has how- 
ever felt, that its duty to the French nation required it no 
longer to leave it in a ftate of uncertainty, into which it had 
been thrown by feveral meafurcs recently adopted by the Britifh 
Government — an uncertainty which mud be (hared by the Bri- 
ti(h nation, and which is equally unworthy of both countries. 

The Executive Council of the French Republic has, in con- 
fequence, authorifed the Minifter of France at London, to de- 
mand with opennefs of the Minifters of His Britannic Majefty, 
if France ought to confider England as a neutral Power, or as 
an enemy ; and it has efpecially charged him to obtain a defi- 
nitive anfwer upon this point. 

But, in afking from the Minifters of His Britannic Majefty 
a frank and open explanation as to their intentions with regard 
to France, the Executive Council is unwilling they (hould have 
the fmalleft remaining doubt as to the difpolition of France to- 
wards England, and as to its defire of remaining in peace with 
her ; it has even been de(irous of anfwering beforehand all the 
reproaches which they may be tempted to make in juftification 
of a rupture. 

On r cfle&ing what may be the reafons which may determine 
His Britannic Majefty to break with the French Republic, the 
Executive Council has been able to find no other than a falfe 
interpretation, which is, perhaps, given to the decree of the 
National Convention of the 19th of November. If areal alarm 
has been occafioned by this decree, it can have arifen only for 
want of underftanding its true fenfe. The National Conven- 
tion never meant that the French Republic (hould favour in- 
Vol. XXXIV. Y y 



PARLIAMENTARY 


A. 1793. 


346 

' furre&ions, fhould efpoufe the quarrels of a few feditious per- 
fons, or, in a word, fhould endeavour to excite difturbances in 
any neutral or friendly country whatever. Such an idea would 
be rejected by all the French. It cannot be imputed to the 
National. Convention without doing it injufticc. This decree, 
then, is applicable only to thofe people, who, after having ac- 
quired their liberty by conqueft, may have demanded the fra- 
ternity, the affiftance of the Republic, by the folcmn and un- 
equivocal expreffion of the general will. ' 

France ought and will refpe£l, not only the independence of 
England, but even that of thofe of her allies, with whom (he 
is not at war. The underfigned has therefore been charged 
formally to declare, that (he will not attack Holland, fo.long 
as that Power (hall, on its fide, confine itfelf towards her 
within the bounds of an exa£l neutrality. 

The Britifh Government being thus fet at its eafe upon thefe 
two points, no pretence for the fmalleit difficulty could remain, 
except as to the queffionof the opening of the Scheldt, a quef- 
tion irrevocably decided by reafon and by juftice, of fniall im- 
portance in itfelf, and on which the opinion of England, and 
perhaps of Holland itfelf, is fufficiently known, to render it 
difficult ferioufly to make it the fmgle fubjed of a war. — 
Should, however, the Britifh Miniftry avail itfelf of this laft 
motive, as a caufe of declaring war againft France, would it 
not, in fuch cafe, be probable, that its fecret intention mud 
have been, at all events, to bring on a rupture ; and that it 
made ufe, at the prefent moment, of the vaineft of all pre- 
- tences, to colour an unjuft aggreffion, long ago determined 
upon ? 

On this unfortunate fuppolition, which the Executive Coun- 
cil rejects, the underfigned would be authonfed forcibly to fup- 
port the dignity of the French people, and to declare with firm- 
nefs, that this free and powerful people will accept the war, 
and repel with indignation an aggreffion fo manifeftly unjuft, 
and fo little provoked on its part. When every explanation, 
calculated to demonftrate the purity of the intentions of France, 
when all peaceable and conciliatory meafures lhall have been 
exbaufted by her, it is evident that ail the weight, all the’ 
refponfibility of the war, will fall fooner or later on thofe who 
Iball have provoked it. It will, in fad, be nothing but a 
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war of the Adminiftration alone againft the French Republic ; 
and if this truth could for a moment appear doubtful, it would 
not perhaps be impoffible for France fpeedily to convince of 
this a nation, which, in beftowing its confidence, has never 
renounced the exercife of its reafon, or its refpedfc for truth 
andjuftice. 

Such are the inftru&ions which the underfigned has received 
orders to communicate officially to his Excellency Lord Gren- 
ville ; inviting him, as well as the whole Council of His Bri- 
tannic Majefty, to weigh, with the moft ferious attention, the 
declarations and the demands which they contain. It is evi- 
dent that the French nation is defirous of maintaining peace 
with England ; /he affords a proof of this, by lending herfelf 
frankly and openly to diffipate all the fufpicions which fo many 
different paffions and prejudices are unceafingly at work to raife 
up againft her ; but the more (he fhall have d-ne to convince 
all Europe of the purity of her views, and o: the jultice of her 
intentions, the more will (he have a right to expedt no longer 
to be mifunderftood. 

The underfigned has orders to demand a written anfwer to 
the prefent note. He hopes that the Minifters of His Britan- 
nic Majefty will be brought back, by the explanations which 
it contains, to ideas more favourable to the re-union of the 
two countries, and that they will not have occafion, for the 
purpofe of returning to them, to confider the terrible refpon-' 
fibility of a declaration of war, which will inconteftibly be their 
own work, the confequcnccs of which cannot be otherwi/e 
than fatal to the two countries, and to human nature in general, 
and in which a generous end free people cannot . long confent"to 
betray their own interefts, by ferving as an auxiliary and a re- 
inforcement to a tyrannical coalition. 

• (Signed) F. CHAUVELIN. 
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No. XIV; 

Tranflation of a Letter from Lord Grenville to Monfieur 
Chauvdin, dated Whitehall, December 31ft, 1792. 

Whitehall, December 31, 1792. 

I HAVE received, Sir, from you a note, in which, ftiling 
yourf-lf Minifter Plenipotentiary of France, you communicate 
to me, as the King’s Secretary of State, the inftru&ions which 
you ftate to haveyourfclf received from the Executive Council 
of the French Republic. You are not ignorant, that (ince 
the unhappy events of the 10th of Auguft, the King has 
thought proper to fufpend all official communication with 
France. You are yourfelf no otherwife accredited to the King, 
than in the name of his Moft Chriftian Majefty. The propo- 
rtion of receiving a Minifter accredited by any other authority 
or power in France, would be a new queftion, which, when- 
ever it ftiould occur, the King would have the right *0 decide 
according to the interefts of his fubje&s, his own dignity, and 
the regard which he owes to his allies, and to the general fyf- 
tem of Europe. I am therefore to inform you, Sir, in exprefs 
and formal terms, that I acknowledge you in no other public 
character than that of Minifter from his Mdft Chriftian Ma- 
jefty, and that confequently you cannot be admitted to treat 
with the King’s Minifters, in the quality and under the form 
Hated in your note. 

fiut obferving that you have entered into explanations of 
fome of the circumftances which have given to England fijeh 
ftrong grounds of uneafrnefs and jealoufy, and that you fpeak 
of thefe explanations as being of a nature to bring our two 
countries nearer, I have been unwilling to convey to you the 
notification ftated above, without, at the fame time, explain- 
ing myfelf clearly and diftin&ly on the fubje& of what you 
have communicated to me, though under a form which is nei- 
ther regular nor official. 

Your explanations are confined to three points. 

The firft is that of the decree of the National Convention of 
the igtft November, in the expreffions of which, all England 

faw the formal declaration of a defign to extend %nivesiaily the 
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new principles of Government adopted in France, and to en- 
courage difordcr and revolt in all countries, even in thofe which 
are neutral. If this interpretation, which you reprefent as 
Injurious to the Convention, could admit of any doubt, it is 
but too well juftified by the conduct of the Convention itfelf : 
And the application of thefe principles to the King’s domini- 
ons has been (hewn unequivocally, by the public reception 
given to the promoters of fedition in this country, and by the 
fpeeches made to them precifely at the time of this decree, and 
fince on feveral different occafions. 

Yet notwithftanding all thefe proofs, fupported by other cir- 
cumftances which are but too notorious, it would have been 
with pleafure that we fhould have feen here fuch explanations 
and fuch a condu& as would have fatisfied the dignity and ho- 
nour of England with refpeft to what has already patTcd ; and 
would have offered a fufficient fecurity in future for the mainte- 
nance of that refpeft towards the rights, the Government, and 
the tranquillity of neutral powers, which they have on every ac- 
count the right to expedf. 

Neither this fatisfadtion, nor this fecurity, is found in the 
terms of an explanation which ff ill declares to the promoters 
of fedition in every country, what are the cafes in which they 
may count beforehand on the fupport and fuccour of France ; 
and which referves to that country the right of mixing -herfelf 
in our internal affairs, whenever fhe fhall judge it proper, and 
on principles- incompatible with the political inttitutions ol all 
the countries of Europe. No one can avoid perceiving how 
much a declaration like this is calculated to encourage diforder 
and revolt in every country. No one can be ignorant how 
contrary it is to the refpedt which is reciprocally due from in- 
dependent nations, nor how repugnant to thofe principles 
which the King has followed on his part, by abftaining at all 
times from any interference whatever in the internal affairs of 
France ; and this contraft is alone fufficient to fliew, not only 
that England cannot confider fuch an explanation as fatisfac- 
tory, but that fhe mutt look upon it as a frefti avowal of thofe 
difpofitions which fhe fees with fo juft an uneafirtefs and jea* 
loufy. 

I proceed to the two other points of your explanation, which 
concern the general difpofition of France with regard to the al- 
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lies of Great Britain, and the conduit of the Convention and 
its officers relative to the Scheldt. The declare 1 ion which you 
there make, that France will not attack Holland fo long as 
that power (hall obferve an ex ail neutrality, is conceived nearly 
in the .fame terms with that which you was charged to make 
in the name of His Moft Chriftian Majefty, in the month of 
June lafh Since that firft declaration was made, an officer, 
ftating himfelf to be employed in the fervice of France, has 
openly violated both the territory and the neutrality of the Re- 
public, in going up the Scheldt to attack the citadel of Ant- 
werp, notwithftanding the determination of the Government 
not to grant this paffage, and the formal proteft by which they 
oppofed it. Since the fame declaration was made, the Con- 
vention has thought itlelf authorifed to annul the rights of the 
Republic exeicifed within the limits of its own territory, and 
enjoyed by virtue of the fame treaties by which her indepen- 
dence is fecured ; and at the very moment when, under the 
name of an amicable explanation, you renew to me in the 
fame terms the promife of refpe&ing the independence and 
the rights of England and her allies, you announce to me, 
that thofe in whofe name you fpeak intend to maintain thefe 
open and injurious aggreflions. 

It is not, certainly, on fuch a declaration as this that any 
reliance can be placed for the continuance of public tranquil- 
lity. 

But I am unwilling to leave, without a more particular re- 
ply, what you fay on the fubjeft of the Scheldt. If it were 
true that this queftion is in itfelf of little importance, this 
would only ferve to prove more clearly, that it was brought 
forward only for the purpofeof infulting the allies of England, 
by the infra&ion of their neutrality, and by the violation of 
their rights, which the faith of treaties obliges us to- maintain- 
But you cannot be ignorant, that here the utmoft importance 
is attached to thofe principles which France wiihes to eftabliflt 
by this proceeding, and to thofe confequences which would 
naturally refult from them, and that not only thofe principles * 
and thofe confequences will never be admitted by England, 
fait that ffie is, and ever will be, ready to oppofe them with all 
her force. 
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France can have no right to annul the ftipulations relative 
to the Scheldt, unlefslhe havealfo the right tb fet alide equally 
all the other treaties between all the powers of Europe, and all 
the other rights of England, or of her allies. She can even 
have no pretence to interfere in the qtieftion of opening the 
Scheldt, unlefs (he were the Sovereign of the Low Countries, 
or Had the right to dictate laws to all Europe. 

England never will confent that France (hall arrogate the 
power of annulling at her plea Pure, and under the pretence of a 
pretended natural right, of which (lie makes herfelf the only 
Judge, the political fyllem of Europe, edablifhed by fotemn 
treaties, and guaranteed by the confcnt of all the powers. — 
This Government, adhering to the maxims which it has folv 
lowed for more than a century, will alfo never fee with indif- 
ference, that France (hall make herfelf, either directly or in- 
directly, Sovereign of the Low Countries, or general arbitrel's. 
of the rights and liberties of Europe. If France is really de- 
fi runs of maintaining friendfliip and peace with England, (he 
mud (hew herfelf difpofedto renounce her views of aggreflion, 
and aggrandizement, and to confine herfelf within her own 
territory, without infulting other Governments, without dis- 
turbing their tranquillity, without violating their rights. 

With refpeft to that character of ill-will which is endea- 
voured to be found in the conduct of England towards France, 

I cannot difeufs it, becaule you fpeak of it in general terms 
only, without alledging a fingle fa£i. All Europe has feen \ 
the juftice and the generofity which have chara&erifed the 
conduct of the King. His Majefty has always been defirous 
of peace : He defires it (till, but fuch as may be real and folid, 
and confident with the intereds-and dignity of his own domi- 
nions, and with the general fecurity of Europe. 

On the red of your paper, I fay nothing. As to what re- 
lates to me and my colleagues, th£ King’s Minidcrs owe to 

II is Majedy the account of their condu&, and I have no an- 
fwer to give to you on this fubjeft, any more than on that of 
the appeal which you propofe to make to the Englifli nation. 
This nation, according to that conditution by which its li- 
berty and its profperity are fecured, and which- it will always 
be able to defend againd every attack, dire£t or indirect, will 
never have with foreign powers connexion or •correfpondence, 
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except through the organ of its King ; of a King whom it 
loves and reveres, and who has never for an inftant feparated 
Ms rights, his interefts, and his happinefs, from the rights, 
the inter ells,, and the happinefs of his people. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

GRENVILLE. 


No. XV*. 

Tranflation of a Note from Mouficur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, dated 7th of January, 1793. (Original returned.) 

THE underfigned Minifter Plenipotentiary from the French 
Republic has tranfmitted to the Executive Council the anfwer 
which his Excellency Lord Grenville has addrefied to him on 
his note of the 27th December. He has thought it his duty 
not to wait for the inftruftions which will be the neceflary re- 
fult of it, in order to tranfmit to that Minifter the new orders 
which he has received from the Executive Council. The de- 
claration which Lord Grenville has made to him, that his 
Britannic Majcfty did not acknowledge him as Minifter Pleni- 
potentiary from the French Republic, has not appeared to him 
as if it ought to prevent him. This declaration cannot in any 
refpe£t alter or deftroy the quality of delegate from the French 
Government, with which the underfigned is evidently inverted, 
or hinder hitn, in fuch decifive circumftances, from addrefting 
to the Miniftprs of his Britannic Majefty, in the name of the 
French People, of which he is the organ, the following note ; 

The Executive Council of the French Republic has been 
informed that the Britifh Parliament is about to pafs a law re- 
lative to foreigners, the rigorous provifions of which will fub- 
jedt them to meafurcs the more arbitary, as the Secretaries of 
* State of His Britannic Majefty will have the liberty of reftrain- 
ing or extending them, according to their views and their 
pleafure. The Executive Council, knowing the religious 
fidelity of /the Englifh People in fulfilling their engagements, 
could Wk but fuppofe that the French would be exprefsly ex* 
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cepted from this law. The treaty of navigation and of com- 
merce, concluded in 1786 between the States, ought formally 
to lecure them from it. This treaty ftipulates. 

Article 4. 

“ The fubjedls and inhabitants of the refpe&ive dominions 
“ of the two Sovereigns fhall have liberty to come and go 
(t freely and fecurely, without licence or paflport, general or 
€l fpecial, by land or by fea, and to return from thence, to re- 
“ main there, or to pafs through the fame, and therein to buy 
“ and purchafe, as they pleafe, all things neceflary for their 
** fubfiftcnce and ufe, and they ftiall mutually be treated with 
“ all kindnefs and favour. Provided however, &c, &c.” 

But inftead of finding in the bill propofed a juft exception in 
favour of France, the Executive Council has been convinced, 
by'pofitive declarations made in the two Houfes of Parliament* 
by Minifterial explanations and interpretations, that this pro- 
je£t of a law, under a general term of defignation, was prin- 
cipally dire&ed.againft the French. ' 

'When the Britilh Miniftry has propofed a law which would 
fo exprefsly violate the treaty of commerce, when they have 
openly announced their intention of putting it into execution 
againft the French alone, their firft care mull, no doubt, have 
been to attempt to cover this extraordinary meafure with an ap- 
pearanc of necellity, and to prepare beforehand a juftification, 
fooner or later necelfary, by loading the French Nation with 
reproaches ; by reprefenting it to the Englifh People,as an enemy 
of its Conftitution ; by accufing it, without being able to fur- 
nifti any proof, and in the molt injurious terms, with having 
fought to foment troubles in England. The Executive Coun- 
cil has already repelled with indignation fuch fufpicions. If* 
fome men, caft out from the bofom of France, have fpread 
themfelves in Great Britain with the criminal intention of agi- 
tating the people, of leading them to revolt, has not England 
laws to protect the public order ? Could (he not punilh them ? 
The Republic would afiuredly not have interpofed in their fa“ 
vour.— Such men are not Frenchmen. 

Reproaches fo little founded, imputations fo infidious, will 
with difficulty fucceed in juftifying in the eyes of Europe a 
eonduft, the comparifon of which with that conftantly held by 
Vol. XXXIV. Z % 
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F&hce towards Great .Britain will Suffice to dcmoriflrate its 
injtrftice and malevolehce. The Flench Nation, become free, 
has' not only not ceafed to exprefs in all foriiis its defire to 
ftrengthen its connexion with the Englifh People, but it has 
rfealifed this defire with all its power, by receiving as allies, as 
brothers, all the individuals of the Englifh Nation. In the 
midft of the combats of liberty and of defpotifm, in the midit 
of the moft violent agitations, it has honoured itfelf by a re- 
ligious refpcX for all foreigners refidin'g within it, and parti- 
cularly for the Englifh, whatever might be their Opinions, their 
conduit, and their connexions with the enemies of 
liberty ; every where they have been affifted, fuccoured with 
every kind of benevolence and favour ; and it Would be as the 
reward for this generous conduit that the French would find 
themfelves perhaps alone fufcj cited to an AX of Parliament, 
which would grant to the Englifh Government the moft arbi- 
trary latitude of authority againft foreigners, which would fub- 
jeX them to the taking licences or paffports for coming , going r 
and remaining in England ; which would allow the Secretaries of 
State to fubjeil them without reafons , and on a mere fufpicion, to 
the mojl odious forms, to fix a circuit , the hounds of which the 
could not pafsy and even to cajl them out of the territory of Great 
Britain at their pleafure. 

It is evident, that all thefe claufes are contrary to the letter 
of the treaty of commerce, the fourth article of which extends 
to all Frenchmen without diftinXiori ; and it is too much to be 
feared, that in confequence of the determination which His 
Britannic Majefty has thought it right to take, of breaking off 
*11 communication between the governments of the two coun- 
tries, even the French Merchants may find themfelves fre-* 
quently unable to avail themfelves of the exception which the 
bill has made in favour of thofe who JhaU prove that they 
“ came to England for affairs of commerce." 

It is thus that the Britifh Government has firft chofen to break 
a treaty to which England owes a great part of its aXual prof, 
perity, burthenfome to France, wrefted by addrefs and ability 
from the uniktlfulnefs or from the corruption of the agents of 
a government it has deftroyed ; a treaty which it has,' however, 
never ccafed to obferve religioufiy ; and it is at the very moment. 
When France is accufcd ra the Britifh Parliament of Violating 



DEB AT ES. 


A. 1793. 


355 . 


treaties, that the public condu£t of the two governments offe* 6 
a contrail fo proper to juftify the retorting the accufation. 

Ail the powers of Europe would have a right, doubtlefs, to 
complain of the hardfhip of this bill, if ever it obtained the 
force of- law ; but it is France efpecially, the inhabitants 
of which, fecured from its penalties by a folemn treaty, appear 
# neverthelefs to be exclufively menaced by them; it is Franc* 

‘ that has the right to pretend to a more fpcedy and more parti- 
cular fatisfadion. 

The executive Council might immediately have accepted the 
rupture of the treaty which the Englifh Government Teems to 
have held out to it ; tft.it it was unwilling' to precijpitate any of 
its meafures ; and it has cliofcn, before it makes known its 
definite refolution, to afford the Britifh Miniftry .the opportu- 
nity of a frank and candid explanation. The underfigned has 
received orders, in confequence, to demand of Lord Grenville 
to inform him by a fpeedy, clear, and categorical anfwer, 
whether under the general denomination of foreigners in the 
bill on which the Houfes -are occupied, the Government of 
Gxeat Britain means likewife to include the French. 

(Signed) CHAUVELIN. 


Portman Square, 

7th January 1793. 

Second Year of the French Republic. 


No. XVI. 

Tranflation of a Note from Lord Grenville to Monfieur Chau- 
velin, Jan. 7th, 1793. 

AFTER the formal notification which the underfigned has 
already had the honour of making to Monfieur Chauvehn, he 
finds himfelf obliged to fend back to him the inclofed paper, 
which he received from him this morning, and which he can- 
not but confider as being totally inadmifiible, Monfieur Chau- 
velin alfuming therein a character which is rjot acknowledged. 

(Signed) GRENVILLE. 

Whitehall, 

January 7th, 1793. 

Z z .2 
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- No. XVII. 


Trahflation of a Letter from Monficur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, dated 7th January, 1793, received 9th. 

Portman Square, 7 th January, 17931 
2d year of the French Republic. f 


My Lord, 

/ 

THE King of England has prohibited, by a proclamation 
©f the 15th November, -the exportation of grain and flour.. 
Several veflels lawfully freighted, and ready to depart for 
France, the Government whereof had ordered confiderable pur- 
chafes of thofe commodities in the ports of England, have been 
flopped, rtotwithftahding the law which enaCts that the ports 
fhall not be fhut till fifteen days after the date of the prod an- 
imat ion ; and the Britifli Miniftxy have themfelves acknowledged 
the irregularity of fome of their meafures, by applying to Par- 
liament for an a£t of indemnity. However, the French Go- 
vernment, relying at that time on the good difpofitions of the 
Britifh Miniftry, beheld ip thofe meafures of vigour only tfie 
effeCl of the forefight and wifdom of the Englifh Adminiftra- 
tion, and did not think it neceflary to remonflrate. 

Another proclamation, which foon followed the firft, ex- 
cepted all foreign wheat from the prohibition of exportation ; 
it was guaranteeing to all Europe the fecurity of tranfports, by 
removing, in an authentic and folemn manner, all the doubts 
to which the firft proclamation might have given rife ; it was 
infuring to the Englifh commerce a confiderable repofitory ; it 
was above alldiftinguiftiing the ports of Great Britain as afacred 
afylum for. fuch veflels laden with grain, and deftined for 
France, as, for their convenience, or by neceflity, might be in 
the cafe of flopping in their courfe. 

Four weeks after that declaration, fome veflels laden with 
* . 
foreign grain, on account of France, were flopped in the Eng- 
lifh ports ; and when the merchants who were commiflioned 
made their claims, they were coldly anfwered, that it was by 
order of Government. 

France, my Lord, might ftill have perfuaded herfelf that 
Jbme recept and unexpected information upon the ftatp of pro- 
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vifions in Great Britain had obliged Adminiftration to M et 
fuch extraordinary meafures ; but the Englifh Government it- 
felf took care to prove to Europe that it had no other motive 
than an hoftile partiality againft France, if it is true that the 
Cuftom Houfes received orders to permit the exportation of 
foreign wheat to all ports, except thofe of France. 

This fa&, my Lord, has been attefted to me by refpe&able 
authorities ; and however accumulated may be the marks of 
malevolence and jealoufy which France has feen for fome time 
in the condu£t of the Britifh Cabinet, I ftill harbour doubts of 
it. I fhould, the firft moment of my knowing it, have waited 
upon you, my Lord, to be allured from yourfelf of its certainty, 
or of its falfehood, if the determination taken by His Britannic 
Majefty, in the prefent circumftances, to break off all com- 
munication between the Governments of the two countries, 
had not rendered friendly and open fleps the more difficult, in 
proportion as they became the more necefTary. 

But I confidcrcd, my Lord, that when the queftion of war 
or peace arofe between two powerful Nations, that which ma- 
nifefted the defire of attending to all explanations, that which 
ft rove the longeft to preferve the laft link of union and friend- 
fhip, was the only one which appeared truly worthy, and truly 
great. I befeech you, my Lord, in the name of public faith, 
in the name of juftice and of humanity, to explain to me fa£ts 
which I will not chara&erife, and which the French nation 
would take for granted by your filence only, or by the refufal 
of an anfwer. 

Think, my Lord, that in the bofom of peace, far from all 
appearance of war, the Englifh Government has profited of the 
good faith of the merchants of Europe, and of the fecurity of 
a neighbouring and friendly nation, to bring into its ports thofe 
commodities of which it fuppofed or knew the want in that 
country, if now that fame Miniftry fhould take advantage of 
the firft hoftile meafures, which they had either taken them- 
felves, or provoked, to detain fuch commodities, in the hope, 
perhaps, that, in the midft of the agitations of that country, it 
would fuffice,to excite the fear of want, to create it ; they would 
only obtain, as the reward of fuch an a£t of perfidy, evep by the 
fuccefsof their enterprize, the fhame of haying employed means, 
which even in the midft of a terrible war, an enlightened and 
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jgenerous nation muft abhor, and-of having funk the credit of 
the' Engiilh commerce, by violating the facred afylum of it$ 
markets. 

I have the honour, &e. 

F. CHAUVELINV 


No. XVI 11 . 

Tranflation of a Letter from Lord Grenville to Monfieur 
Chauvclin, 9th January, 1793. 

At Whitehall, the 9th January, 1793. 

IT was not till to-day. Sir, that I received your letter of the 
7th of this month, relative to certain meafures taken here with 
refpe& to the exportation of grain. 

In the private converfation which we had the 2$th of No- 
vember, in confequence of your defirc, I informed you that 
the King’s Minifters would not .decline receiving non-official 
communications, which, without deciding the queftion either 
of the acknowledgement of the new Government in France* 
or of receiving a Minifter accredited by her, might offer the 
...means of removing the mifunderftanding which already mani- 
fefted itfelf between the two countries. 

It has been thought preferable in France to bring forward 
difficulties of form; and the firff communication which 1 re- 
ceived from you, after that communication*, was that of the 
note of the 27th December, to which I have already anfwered. 
I do not know in what capacity you addrefs me the letter 
which I have juft received ; but in every cafe, it would be ne- 
ceffary to know the refolutions which ihall have been taken in 
France, in confequence of what has already palled, before I 
can enter into any new explanations, efpecially with refpedl 
to meafures founded in a great degree on thofe motives of jea- 
h»ufy and uncafinefs which 1 have already detailed to you. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) GRENVILLE. 
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No. XIX* 

Tranflation of a Note from Monfieur Chauvelin. to Lord 
Grenville, nth Jan. 1793 ; received 12th. 

THE underfigned Minifter Plenipotentiary of the French 
Republic has given an account to the Executive Council, of the 
form in which Lord Grenville has been authorized to reje& the 
explanation which has been offered him in the name and on 
behalf of the Executive Council, on the fubje£t of the law re- 
lative to foreigners. The underfigned, until he has frefh in- 
ftru&ions from the Council, thinks it his duty not to delay to 
conform himfelf to thofe which he has already received, in 
declaring to Lord Grenville, that the French Republic cannot 
but regard the conduct of the Englifh Government as a mani- 
feft infra&ion of the treaty of commerce concluded between the 
two Powers, and that fconfequently (he ceafes to confider her- 
felf as bound by that treaty, and that fhe regards it from this, 
moment as broken and annulled. 

(Signed) F. CHAUVELIN. 

Portman Square, nth Jan. 1 793* 
the fecond year of the French Republic. 


No. XX. 

I 

Tranflation of a Note from Mr. Auft to Monfieur Chauvelin, 

13th January, 1793. 

Mr. Ault is charged to fend back to Monfieur Chauveliiv. 
the inclofed paper, received yefterday at the Office for Foreign 
Affairs. 

Whitehall, 

13th January, 1793. 
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No. XXI. 

Tranflation of a Letter from Monfieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, Jan. 12th, 1793. 

My Lord, 

I HAVE this inftant received a meflenger from France, who 
has brought me an anfwer to your letter of the 31ft., It ap- 
pears to me, that a converfation with you would be the mod 
iuitable form of communicating this anfwer to you ; I have 
the honour to beg, my Lord, that you will grant it me as foon 
as poflible. As I lhall not attach any importance to the form 
of this private converfation, I cannot imagine, efpccially after 
your lad letter of the 9th, you will fee any difficulty in con- 
lenting to it. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) CHAUVELIN. 

Portman Square, t2th January, 1793, 
the iecond year of the Republic. 


No. XXII. 

r 

Tranflation of a Letter from Lord Grenville to Monfieur 
Chauvelin, Jan. 13th, 1793. 

Whitehall, 12th January, ivo?. 
Half pad one, P. M. 

CONFORMABLY with what I have already intimated to 
you, Sir, I have the honour to inform you, that I fliall make 
no difficulty to receive from you a non-official communication 
in anfwer to my letter of the 31 A December: but I cannot 
avoid, under circumdances fo critical, to beg that you will put 
in writing what you have to communicate to me, in order that 
I may be certain of not being under any midake in the account 
which it will be my duty to give of this particular communi- 
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cation. I will therefore beg of you to come to the office for 
Foreign Affairs as foon as it may be convenient to you. 

I have the honour to be. See. 

. (Sighed) GRENVILLE. 

Monfibur Chauvelin. 


No. XXIII. 

Tranflation of a Letter from Monfieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, dated 13th Jan. 1793. 

Portman Square, 13th January, 
the fecond year of the Republic. 

*' My Lord, 

THE communication which I had the honour to propofe to 
make to you, is already committed to writing. I fhall im- 
mediately repair to your Office to carry it to you. 

I have the honour, &c. 

F. CHAUVELIN. 

Lord Grenville. 


No. XXIV. 

Tranflation of a Paper delivered by Monfieur Chauvelin to 
Lord Grenville, January 13, 1793. 

Copy of the Paper addreffed by Monfieur le Brun to Mon- 
fieur Chauvelin, the '8th January, to be communicated to 
Lord Grenville. 

r 

THE provifional Executive Council of the French Re- , 
public, previous to their anfwering in a more particular man- 
ner each of the heads comprized in the Aote which has been 
Vox. XXXIV. 3 A / 
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remitted to them on the part of the Miniftry of His Britan* 
nic Majefty, will begin by renewing to the faid Miniftry the 
moft exprefs alfurances of their fin cere defire of preferving 
peace and harmony between France 'and England. 

The fcntimcnts.of the French nation towards the Englifh 
have been manifefted during the whole courfe of the Revolu- 
tion in fo conftant, fo unanimous a Manner, that there can- 
not remain the final left doubt of the efteem which it has vowed 
them, and of- its defire of having them for friends. It is 
therefore with the greateft repugnancy the Republic would fee 
hcrfelf forced to a rupture, much more contrary to her own 
inclination than Vo her intereft. Before we come to fuch an 
unpleafant extremity, explanations are neCeflary ; and the 
matter is of fo high an importance, that the Executive Council 
did not think it proper to truft it to the ever-unacknOwledgcd 
Miniftry of a fecret agent ; hence they have deemed it to be 
expedient in all points lo charge Citizen Chauvelin with it, 
though life be no otherwife acknowledged before His Britan- 
nic Maje fty, than on the late King’s account.' 

The opinion of the Executive Council was juftified on this 
occafion, by the manner in which our wgociations were at the 
fame time tranfacied in Spain, where Citizen Bourgoing was 1 
exactly in the fame fituation as Citizen Chauvelin at London; 
yet this did not prevent the Miniftcrs of His Catholic Majefty 
from treating with him for a convention of neutrality, the 
declaration of which is to he exchanged at Paris, between the 
Minifterfor Foreign Affairs, and the Spanish Charge d’Affaires. 
We will even add, that the Prime Minuter oi l lis Catholic 
Majefty, in writing officially o.n this fubjeii to Citizen Bour- 
4goi ng, did not forget to give liim hrs title of Minifter Pleni- 
potentiary from France. The example of a power of the firft 
order, fuch as Spain, induced the Executive Council to hope 
to find the fame facility at London. However, the. Execu- 
tive Council freely ow n, that this demand of negociations has 
not all the rigour of diplomatic form, and that Citizen Chau- 
velin is not regularly enough authorized. In order to remove 
. this obftacle entirely, to difeard every reproach of having flop- 
ped, by the mere want of formality, a negociation, on the 
fuccefs of which the tranquillity of two great nations is de- 
pending* they have taken the refolution of fending letters of 
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credence to Citizen Chauvelin, which would furnifh him 
with the means of treating in all the feverity of, diplomatic 
forms. 

Now, to come to the three points which can alone make an 
objedt of difficulty at the Court of -London, the Executive 
Council obfervc, rcfpedting the firft, which is the decree of 
the 19th of November, that we have not been properly un- 
der flood by the Miniitry of His Britannic Majefty, when 
they accufe us of having given an explanation which announces 
to the feditious of all nations what are the Cafes in which they 
may previously count on the Jhppor} and afjiflance of France. 
Nothing could be more foreign than this reproach to the fenti- 
ments of the National Convention, and to the explanation we 
have given of them ; and we did not think that it were poffi- 
ble we fhould be charged with the open defign of favouring 
the feditious y at the very moment when we declare, that it 
would be wronging the National Convention if they were charged 
with the project of protecting infurredtions , and with the Commo- 
tions that may break out in anj>‘ corner of a State , of joining the 
ringleaders, and of thus making the caufe of a few private indivi- 
duals that of the French nation. 

We have faid, and we defire to repeat it, that the decree of 
the 19th of November could not have any application, unlefs 
to the Jingle cafe in which the general will of a nation, clearly 
and unequivocally exprefled, ihould call the French Nation to 
its affiftance and fraternity. Sedition can certainly never be 
conftrued into the general will. Thefe two ideas mutually repel 
each other, fince a (edition is not and cannot be any other than 
the movement of a (mail number againft the nation at large ; 
and this movement would ceafe to be feditious, provided all 
the members of a fociety fhould at once rife, either -to correct 
their government, or to change its form in totoy or for any 
other objedl. 

The Dutch were afluredly not feditious, when they formed 
the generous refolution of (halting off the yoke of Spaih ; and 
when the general will of that nation called for the affiftance of 
France, it was not reputed a crime in Henry the Fourth, or 
in Elizabeth of England, to have liftened to them. The 
knowledge of the general will is the only bafis of tranf- 
adtions of nations with each other ; and we can only treat 
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with any government whatever on this principle. That fu ch a 
government is deemed the organ of the general will of the nation 
governed. , 

Thus, when by this natural interpretation the decree of the 
19th of November is reduced to what it truly implies, it will 
be found, that it announces nothing more than an aft of the 
general will, and that beyond any doubt, and fo effectully 
founded in right, that it was feared y worth the trouble to ex- 
prefs it. On this account, the Executive Council thinks that 
the evidence of this right might perhaps have been difpenfed 
with by the National Convention, and did not dderve to be 
made the objefl of a particular decree. But with the interpre- 
tation which precedes it, it cannot give uneafinefs to any nation 
whatever. 

It appears that the Miniftcrs of His Britannic Majefly Have 
nothing to objcfl to the declaration relative to Holland, fincc 
the fingle obfervation made by them on that fubjefl belongs to 
the difeuflion of the Scheldt. It is this laft point, therefore, 
to .which we are confined. 

We repeat it, this queftion is in itfelf of little moment. — 
The Minifters of Great Britain conclude that it only ferves to 
prove more clearly , that it was brought forward merely for the 
purpofe of infulting the allies of England, See. We {hall reply 
with much lefs warmth and prejudice, that this queftion is abfo- 
lut?ly indifferent to England ; that it is of little importance to 
Holland ; but that it is extremely important to the Belgians. 
That it is indifferent to England it is not neceflary to prove ; 
and its trivial import to Holland is evinced by this fa&, that 
the productions of the Belgians pafs equally by the canals which 
terminate at Oftcnd. Its great importance to the Belgians is 
proved by the numerous advantages the Port of Antwerp pre- 
fents to them. ’Tis therefore on account of this importance, 
’tis to reftore to the Belgians the enjoyment of fo precious a 
right, and not to offend any one, that France has declared her- 
fielf ready to fupport them in the exercife of fo legitimate a* 
* right. 

But is France authorifed to break the ftipulations which are 
oppofed to the liberty of the Scheldt ? If the rights of nature 
apd thofi^f nations are confulted, not France alone, all the 
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nations of Europe are authorifed to do it — there can be 00 
doubt of if. 

If we confult public law, we (hall fay that it ought to be 
nothing but the application of the principles of the general 
rights of nations to the particular circumftances in which na- 
tions are placed with regard to each other ; infomuch that 
every particular treaty repugnant to fuch principles can only 
be regarded as the work of violence. We moreover add, in 
relation to the Scheldt, that this treaty was concluded without 
the participation of the Belgians. The Emperor, to fecure 
the pofteflion of the Low Countries, facrificed, without fcru- 
ple, the moft inviolable of rights. Mafter of thofe fine pro • 
vinces, he governed them, as Europe has feen, with the rod of 
abfolute defpotifm, rcfpe£led only thofe of their privileges 
which it imported him topreferve, anddeftroyed or perpetually 
ftruggled againft the reft. France enters into war with the 
Houfe of Auftria, expels it from the Low Countries, and calls 
back to freedom thofe people whom the Court of Vienna had 
devoted to flavery ; their chains are broken ; they re-enter into 
all the rights which the Houfe of Auftria had taken away from 
them. How can that which they pofleiled with refpe& to the 
Scheldt be excepted, particularly when that right is only of’ 
importance to thofe who are deprived of it ? For what re- 
mains, France has too good a political creed to be afraid to 
avow the principles of it. The Executive Council declares, 
not with a view of yielding to fome expreflions of threatening 
language, but folely to render homage to truth, that the French 
Republic does not intend to ere£l itfelf into an univerfal arbi- 
trator of the treaties which bind nations. She will know how 
to refpe£t other governments, as (he will take care to make her 
own refpefted. She does not wi(h to imptife laws upon any 
one,' and will not fuffer any one to impofe laws upon her. 
She has renounced, and again renounces, every conqueft ; and 1 
her occupation of the Low Countries (hall only continue du- 
ring the war, and the time which may be neceftary to the Bel- 
gians to infure and confolidate their liberty ; after which let 
them be independent and happy, France will find her recom- 
pence in their felicity. 

• When that nation (hall be found in the full enjoyment'of 
Jiberty, when its general will caii lawfully declare itfelf with- 
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apt (hackles, then if England and Holland dill attach fome 
importance to the opening of the Scheldt, they rqay put the 
eftair into a direct negociation with Belgia. If the Belgians, 
' by any motive whatever, confent to deprive themfelves of the 
navigation of the Scheldt, France will not oppofe it ; (he will 
know how to refpeft their independence, even in their errors. 
After fo frank a declaration, which manifeds fuch a fincer© 
defire of peace. His Britannic Majerty's Miniders ought not 
to have any doubts with regard to the intentions of France. 
If her explanations appear infullicient, arid if we are dill 
obliged to hear a haughty language ; if hoftile preparations are 
continued in the Englifli ports ; after having exhaulled every 
means to preferve peace, we will prepare for war, with a 
fenfc of the judice of our canfe, and of our efforts to avoid 
this extremity : we will fight the Englifh, whom we eltcem, 
with regret, but we will fight them without fear. 

f 

A copy conformable to the original. 

(Signed) F. CHAUVELIN. 


No. XXV. 

Translation of a Letter from Lord Grenville to Monfieur 
. Chauvelin, January 18th, 1793. 

Whitehall, January 18th, 1793. 

I HAVE examined, Sir, with the greated attention, the 
paper which you delivered to me on the 13th of this month. 
I cannot conceal from you that I have found nothing fatisfac- 
tory in the refult of that note. The explanations it contains 
ane confined nearly to the fame points to which I have already 
given a detailed anfwer. The declaration of an intention to 
interfere in the internal affairs of other countries is there re- 
viewed. No mention is made either of difavowal or repara- 
tion for tfie offisofive meafures dated in my letter to you of the 
31 d December. And the claim is dill reserved of a right to 
annul treaties, and to violate the rights of our allies , there be- 
ing only offered on this fubjeft an illufory negociapqn, whiofi 
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is referred, as well as the evacuation of the Low Countries by 
the French armies, to the indefinite period, not only of the 
conclufion of^the war, but alfo of the confolidation of what is 
called the liberty of the Beigic people. 

It is added, that if thefe explanations (hould appear to us 
unfatisfa&ory ; if you are again obliged to hear the language 
of haughtinefs ; if hoftile preparations are continued in the 
ports of England, after having exhaufted every thing which 
could lead to peace, you will difpofe yourfelves to war. - 

If this notification, or that which related to the treaty of 
commerce, had been made to me in a regular and official form, 
I ihould have found myfelf obliged to anfwer, that a threat of 
declaring war -againft England, becaufe file thinks proper to 
augment her forces, as well as a declaration of breaking a fo- 
lemn treaty, becaufe England lias adopted, for her own fecu- 
rily, precautions of the fame nature as thofe which are already 
eltablifhcd in France, could neither of them be conlidered in 
any otlr^r light than that of new offences, which, while they 
fubfifted, would preclude all negociation. 

In this form of unofficial communication, I feel that it may 
ftill be allowed me to tell you, without haughtinefs, but alfo 
without difguife, that thefe explanations are not judged fatif- 
fa&ory, aiid that all the reafons which have occafioned our 
preparations ftill fubfift. I have already made thefe reafons 
known to you by my letter of the 31ft December, in which I 
have ftated, in precife terms, what difpofitions could alone 
contribute to the maintenance of peace and good underftand- 
ing. I do not fee that it can be ufeful towards the objeft of 
conciliation to continue to difeufs with you, in this form, a 
few feparate points, on which I have already made known to 
you our fentiinents. If you had any. explanations to give me 
in the fame form, embracing all the obje&s which I mentioned 
to you in my letter of the 31ft December, and all the circum- 
ftances of the prefent crifis with refpeft to England, to its al- 
lies, and to the general fyftem of Europe, I ftiould ftill wil- 
'Mngly lend myfelf to it. 

I feel, however, that in anfwer to what you fay on the ft»b- 
je&t of our preparations, I ought to inform you, in the moft 
exprefs terms, that, under the exifting circumftances, all thofe 
meafurcs will be perlifted in here which (hall be judged expe-. 
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dient for enabling us to protect the fecurity, the tranquillity, 
and the rights of this country, to fupport thofe of our allies, 
and to oppofe a barrier to views of ambition and aggrandize- 
meqt always dangerous to the reft of Europe ; but which be- 
come much more fo when they are fupported by the propaga- 
tion of principles deftruftive of all order and fociety. 

I have the honour to be. Sir, 

Your moft obedient 

humble Servant, 

GRENVILLE. 


No. XXVI. 

Tranflation of a Letter from Monficur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, dated 17th January 1793. 

Portman Square, 17th January, 1793. 

2d year of the French Republic. 

My Lord, 

I HAVE the honour of addrefling myfelf to you, to beg of 
you to grant me an interview. I lhall proceed to explain the 
motives of this requeft, and you will judge them to be fuch as 
will not admit of delay. I lhall firft defire of you, my Lord, 
fecurity for my communications with the French Government. 
Whatever may be the char after which you acknowledge me 
to poflefs, you have at leaft never doubted of the authenticity 
of the declarations which I have tranfmitted to you in the 
name of the French nation. I will therefore propofe to you, 
my Lord, either abfolutely to refufe hearing me, or to give 
orders for my couriers to be refpefted, and the fecrecy of my 
letters, as well of thofe fent as received, to be oblerved. 

I will then, my Lord, require to be informed whether His 
Britannic Majefty will receive my letters of credence* and if 
he be fatisfied with the declarations contained in the paper 
which 1 had the honour of tranfmitting to your Lordlhip laft 
Sunday, I have not only received frelh orders from the Exe- 
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cutive Council of France, to infift upon a fpeedy and definitive 
anfwer ; but there is yet another reafon which urgently prefles 
for the decision of His Britannic Majefty. — I have learnt this 
day, that the law relating to foreigners obliges them to make 
their declaration within ten days after the loth of January ; 
and in cafe of any foreigner, who is amenable to this law, ne- 
glecting or refilling to make fuch declaration, the Magiftrates 
of this country would be authorized not only to require him td 
do To* but even to imprifon him. I know, my Lord, and all 
thofe who tinderftand the rights of nations know it alfo, that I 
cannot be implicated in this law : the avowed and acknowledg- 
ed organ of a Government which executes laws to which 
twenty-five million of men have fuJpaitted themfelvcs, nvf 
perfon is, and ought to be, facred ; aflBeven under my diplo- 
matic character, my Lord, I could not be ranked among the 
general common clafs of foreigners, until His Britahnic Ma- 
jefty Ihould have definitively reje&ed the letters of credence 
which he knows I have received for him. But had I been 
implicated in this law, I owe to the Government of a free 
and powerful nation, which I reprefent, this declaration, that 
it would be impollible for me to fubmit to it ; and that all the 
perfections which it might pleafe His Britannic Majefty to 
make me endurej would fall upon the French nation, iii 
whofe caufe and for whofe fake it would be my glory to fuffer. 

After this candid declaration, my Lord, thinking mylelf in- 
titled to an equal fineerity on your fide, I will defire of you; 
in the coriverfation which I folicit, to inform me, what is the 
eonduCl which His Britannic Majefty ’s Miniftcrs mean to hold 
with refpeCl to me, and with refpefl to the perfons who com- 
pofe my houfeholdj in confequence of the law againft fo- 
reigners: 

j have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) F. CHAUVELIN; 


Voi: xxxiv. 3 B 



37* PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

No. xxvir. 

Tranflation of a Letter from Lord Grenville to Monfieur 
Chauvelin, 20th January, j 793. 

Whitehall, 20th January, 1793. 

I HAVE received, Sir, your letter of the 17th of this 
Tnonth. 

I have already informed you, that His Majefty has referved 
to himfelf the right of deciding, according as he fliall think fit, 
on the two queftions, of acknowledging a new form of Go- 
vernment in France, and of receiving a Minifter accredited on 
the part of any othej®uthority in France than that of His 
Moil Chriftian Majefly. And in anfwer to the demand which 
you now make to me, whether His Majefty will receive your 
new letters of credence ? I am to inform yon, that His Ma- 
jefty does not think fit, under the prefent circumftances, to 
receive thofe letters. 

The demand which you make to me is equally incompatible 
with the form of an official communication, and with the 
qhara&er in which you have hitherto been acknowledged, of 
Minifter from His Moft Chriftian Majefty. It only remains 
for me then, on the fubjedl of your letter, efpecially after 
what has juft patted in France, to inform you, that as agent, 
charged with a confidential communication, you might cer- 
tainly have expected the ncceflary meafures on our part for the 
fafety of your letters, and of your meflengers ; that as Minifter 
from the Moft Chriftian King, you would have enjoyed all 
the exemptions which the law grants to public Minifters, re- 
cognized as fuch ; but that as a private perfon, you cannot 
biit return to the general mafs of foreigners refident in Eng 
land. 

I have the honour to be, & c. 

(Signed) GRENVILLE. 
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No. XXVIII. 

T ranflation of a Letter from Lord Grenville to Monfieur 

Chauvelin, January 24th, 1793. 

\ 

Whitehall, January 24th, *793. 

f 

I AM charged to notify to you, Sir, that the character with 
which you had been inverted at this Court, and the functions 
of which hare been fo long fufpsnded, being now entirely ter- 
minated, *by the fatal death of his late Moft Chriftian Majefty, 
you have no more any public charadter here. 

The King can no longer, after fuch an event, permit your 
refidencc here. His Majefty has thought fit to order, that you 
fliould retire from this kingdom within the term of eight days ; 
and I herewith tranfmit to you a copy of the order which His 
Majefty, in his Privy Council, has given to this effedt. 

I fend you a paflport for yourfelf and your fuite ; and I (hall 
not fail to take all the other neccftary fleps, in order that you 
may return to France, with all the attentions which are due 
to the charadter of Minifter Plenipotentiary from His Moft 
Chriftian Majefty, which you have exercifedat this Court. 

I have the honour to be &c, 

GRENVILLE. 


No. XXIX. 

Translation of a Letter from Monfieur Chauvelin to Lord 
Grenville, dated 24th January, 1793. 

Portman Square, 24th January, 1793, 
fecond year of the Republic. 

My Lord, 

I RECEIVED an hour ago, through Mr. Auft, tb<? letter 
which you have done me the honour to write to me, together 
with the papers annexed to it. I intend to fet out to-morrow 
morning for France ; thofe of my houfehold, who are not abl# 
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to follow me, will all have departed before the period fpccified 
in the order which you have tranfmitted to me. 

The precautions which you have announced to me as in- 
tended to be taken for the fafety of my departure, will extend 
themfelvcs afluredly, my Lord, in a more particular maner, 
to the papers of the French Kmbafly, which have been depo-? 
iited, in truft, with me fince my arrival in this country. — 
Monfieur Rheinhard, who is employed immediately next to 
me in this million, will remain here five days after me to put 
them in order. I hope you will approve his waiting upon 
Mr. Auft, to afk of him a paffport nearly of the fame nature 
with that which I have received ; and to make feveral obfer- 
vations to him with regard to the precautions which he may 
think fitting and ncceflary to be taken for the fafe conveyance 
pf thefe papers, for which he remains refponfible. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) F. CHAUVELIN, 


No. XXX. 

Copy of His Majefty’s Order in Council, of the 24th January, 

1793 * 

At the Court at the Queen’s Houfe, the 24 f h of January, 1 793 ; 

PRESENT, 

The KING’S Moll Excellent MAJESTY in Council. 

t 

t 

HIS Majcfty in Council ispleafed to order, and it is hereby 
ordered, that Monfieur Chauvelin, who was received by His 
Majefty, on the fecond day of May 1792, as Minifter Pleni- 
potentiary accredited by his late Moft Chriftian Majefty, do 
depart this realm on or before the firft day of February next ; 
and that the right honourable Lord Grenville, His Majefty’s 
principal Secretary of State for foreign affairs, do make known 
this His Majefty’s order to thefaid Monfieur Chauvelin. 

(Signed) , W. FAWKENER. 



A, 1793. 


DEBATES. 


373 


Thurfday> 3 \Ji “January. 

Mr. Chancellor PiTT moved, “ that the thanks of the 
Houfe fliould be given to the Rev. Mr. Samuel Hay, Chaplain 
to the Houfe, for his fermon preached in St: Margaret’s 
Church yefterday, and that he fliould be requefted to print the 
fame. — Agreed to. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT declared, that purfuant to the order 
of the day, it would have been his wifli that His Majefty’s mef- 
fage fliould have been taken into confideration immediately, 
if one particular circumftance had not operated againft his 
wifli : the papers that had been laid before the Houfe were too 
voluminous for gentlemen to have attained yet an adequate 
knowledge of their contents. This circumflance would be 
fufficient to juftify a motion he fliould make for poflponing 
the confideration of His Majefty’s meflage, and the confe- 
rment addrefs, till to-morrow. As it was his defire, however, 
to avoid unnecelfary delay, he propofed, if the Houfe acceded 
to the addrefs to-morrow, to proceed immediately afterwards 
to the vote of feamen ; for gentlemen would obferve that the 
lupply of feamen would ncceflarily be implicated in the conli- 
deration of the addrefs, and therefore the fubfequent difeuftion 
on the number of them would not occupy much time. The 
number he meant to propofj would be 20,000 in addition to 
the 25,000 already voted. He concluded with moving, that 
the confideration of His Majefty’s meflage fliould be adjourned 
till to-morrow. 

Mr. GREY' obje&ed not to the motion, becaufc he felt 
that on a fubjcfl of fuch infinite importance as the prefent, as 
much caution fliould be obferved as was confident with the 
exigencies of the exirting circumftances ; but he wiflied to put 
it to the right honourable gentleman, "whether it would not be 
prudent to poftpone the confideration of the addrefs to Mon- 
day. And his reafon for entertaining fuch a with was, that 
though feveral papers were in the pofleftion of the > Members, 
yet it was neccflary that fufficient time fliould be allowed for 
arguing them, and for comparing one with the 'other j be- 
fides, though he was ignorant what meafures Mr, Pitt meant 
to propofe, it appeared to him, that all the neceflary informa- 
tion had not been laid before the Houfe . There was a chafm 
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from the 8th of July to the 19th of November, in which it did 
not appear that any communication had taken place with the 
-Executive Council of France between that period. He wifhed 
to know whether this was the fait. He alfo wifhed to be in- 
formed, whether any communication had palled between any 
agents of the Executive Council. The third dcfcription of 
papers neceffary, were thofe which contained the information 
tranfmitted to Administration by Lord Auckland at the Hague. 
Laflly, it was indifpenfably neceffary that the Houfe fhould 
know what requifitions had been made on the part of Holland, 
and what was the opinion of the Dutch with refpcct to a war. 
If fatisfaitory information was not afforded him on all thefe 
points, he declared that he would make a motion to-morrow 
for the purpofe of obtaining it. At prefent he fhould content 
himfelf with amending Mr. Pitt’s motion, by inferring the 
word ** Monday,” initead of the word “ To-morrovV.” 
Major MAITLAND feconded the amendment. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT, in reply, obferved, that Mr. Grey 
had ccnfeffcd his ignorance of the mcafurcs which it was 
his intention to prepofe. He would allure, however, the ho- 
nourable Member, that he fhould ftate to-morrow, from the 
pape rs already laid before the 'Houfe, fufficient grounds to in- 
duce the Houfe to concur readily with the motion he fhould 
have the honour to make. But, fhould a different fate attend 
his motion ; fhould gentlemen be of opinion that he had flatcd 
infuflieient grounds, Mr. Grey might then, with perfect pro- 
priety, move for information. At prefent, he truited, that 
the honourable gentleman would not prefs any other motion 
whefe tendency fhould be to procure farther documents. 

Mr. SHERIDAN allowed that there was one point in which 
all agreed, that no mcafurcs ought to be adopted without ma- 
ture and deep confederation. That to-morrow would allow 
fufrlcient time for fuch consideration, he felt very much in- 
clined to doubt. Mr. Pitt, however, had not anfwered thofe 
rbfervations made h>y Mr. Grey, with refpeit to the necellity 
ofdarthcr information ; and indeed from a curfory view of thofe 
documents laid before the Houfe, he coiiccived that they con- 
tradiiled what were afferted to be notorious fails. Thequef- 
tion which the Houfe had a right to afk was, whether the pa- 
pers in the pofieflion of the Members jufli tied the poflible cafe 
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of a war r Indeed it could not be denied that a complete and 
ample communication of ^very particular ought to be given 
to the country, in order to convince the people, if a war 
ftiould take place, that fuch a calamity could not be averted. 
With refpe£l to the chafm dated by Mr. Grey, it was rather 
extraordinary that notice had been taken in Mr. Briflot’s report 
of the amicable communication that had exifted between the 
Executive Council of France and this country, at the very pe- 
riod in which the chafm occurred. Another material circum- 
flancc was, that the Houfe was totally in the dark with refpedl 
to the opening of the Scheldt. ' 

Mr. Grey’s amendment was negatived. The original mo- 
tion was confcquently carried. 

A converfation enfued between Mr. Pitt and Mr. Grey, re- 
lative to the production of the papers alluded to by the latter. 

The SPEAKER acquainted Mr. Pitt, that if the addrefs 
was moved to-morrow, the fupply could not be voted on the 
fame day. 

The Houle adjourned. 

Friday , I ft February. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS rofe to move for leave to bring 
in a bill for reftoring a claufe which ufually made a part of the 
former militia aCts, but which rather through accident, he be- 
lieved, than defign, had been left out of the laft. This claufe 
was for making a provifion for the wives and children of per- 
fons drawn by lot to ferve in the militia ; a provifion which he 
meant to extend to the wives and children of perfons ferving 
therein as fubftitutes. He fa id, he had received letters from 
many refpeCtable gentlemen on the fubjcCt of the militia, fug- 
gefting various improvements in that branch of the public fer- 
vice ; if he had not adopted them, and included them in the 
prefent plan, it was not becaufe he did not think them defend- 
ing of attention, but becaufe it was of great confequence to the 
fervice, that the meafu're which he was at prefent going to pro- 
pofe, fliould be carried into effeCt with all poflible difpatch 
For the benefit of the families of men actually ferving : fhotild 
the improvements fuggefled be comprized in the fame bill, he 
was well aware that delay would be the confequence, as the 
whole of the militia laws would be laid open to difeuflion. He 
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did not deny but this might be attended with good effefts ; but 
he thought that the beft way the Houfc could proceed in would 
be to take that bufinefs up as a feparatc meafure, and allow 
the bill which he now wanted to introduce, to pafs with all 
poflible expedition. Having faid this, he moved “ for leave 
“ to bring in a bill for explaining and amending an aft of 
“ the 19th of the prefent King, refpefting the militia.” 

The motion was agreed to without any oppofition, and Mr. 
Dundasand Mr. Hobart were direfted to prepare and bring in 
the bill. 

Mr. SHERIDAN rofe to give notice of a motion on a fub- 
jeft to which he meant to call the attention of the Houfe on 
Friday next ; namely, the fedition and feditious prafticcs at 
prefent exifting in this kingdom, and what ought to be the 
conduft of the Houfe on that fubjeft. 

Mr. GREY faid, that were he t6 confider the manner in 
which the notice which he gave yefterday of a motion refpeft- 
ing certain papers, was received by the right honourable gen- 
tleman over againft him, he fhould feel but little hopes of fuc- 
cefs this day, and little encouragement to proceed. The man- 
ner to which he alluded, was not juftified by any incivility on 
his part to the right honourable gentleman, for certainly he did 
not mean any perfonal incivility to him in calling for certain 
explanations, which he thought the Houfe ought to be in pof- 
feflion of, before it conld decide upon the important quell ioft 
which was that day to be brought under difeuilion. The right 
honourable gentleman perhaps had been influenced by a fenfe 
of his fuperiority of talents and of power, which made him 
deem it unheceflary, or below his dignity, to give anfwers to 
perfons on the oppofition fide of the Houfe ; he might alfo feel 
bolder, and confequently lefs complaifant, on account of the 
difunion of thole who had hitherto oppofed his Adminiftration. 
As for his own part he was fully confcious how inferior he was 
to the right honourable gentleman both in talents and in pow- 
er ; but ftill he felt what was due to the charafter of an inde- 
pendent Member of Parliament : the haughty arrogance of an 
individual might be indecently employed to check the ardour 
Of a reprefentative of the people ; but whilft he had the honour 
of a feat in that Houfe, he would not fiifFer himfeif to bedi- 
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vercd^ur any thing that a Minifter could do from purfuing that 
Jine 01 conduCt his duty to his conftituents fhould point out. 

When he yefterday afked the right honourable gentleman 
fome plain queftions, refpeCting the exigence Of certain pa- 
pers, the anfwer he got was, “ fpecify the papers you want, 
“ and the Houfe will confider whether they ought to be grant- 
(t ed.” The papers already before the Houfe are fufficient to 
warrant the motion which I intend to make ; and even with- 
out thefe papers, T might reft the defence of it upon the noto- 
riety of many a&sdone by France, which loudly call for fome 
vigorous meafures on the part of England. It was very pof- 
fible, Mr. Grey obferved, that the papers on the table might 
be fufficient for the right honourable gentleman’s purpofe ; he 
beft knew what that purpofe was ; but a reprefentative of the 
people, who were to bear the burdens of the war, into which 
the right honourable gentleman’s meafures were leading the 
country, ought, before he confented to a war, to have before 
him every document that could prove that the war was una- 
voidable, and abfolutely neceflary. Come when it would, or 
in what fhape, war muft be deemed a great calamity, and no- 
thing but dire neceffity could juftify a nation in engaging in it. 
In fpcaking on that fubjeCl, he could not exprefs himfelf in 
more forcible terms than thofe which were ufed by a late un- 
fortunate monarch, (Louts XVI.) who, in addreffing the Na- 
tional Aflembly, faid, ** Humanity forbids us to lhed blood, 
“ unlefs when we are driven to it by imperious neceffity.” In 
rifing this day to move for more papers than the right honour- 
able gentleman had thought proper to produce, his only objefl 
was, to difcover whether fuch a neceffity exifted in the prefent 
cafe, as far as Great Britain and her allies were concerned ; 
and whether our Minifters had employed all the means in their 
power, confident with national honour and fecurity, to avert 
a war. The right honourable gentleman himfelf did not feem, 
notwithftanding all his boafting to the contrary, to truft folely 
to the papers on the table for a proof of the neceffity of the 
war ; for other papers had been circulated, not indeed at the 
door of the houfe, containing a collection of fpeeches made by 
Members of the National Convention, and decrees palled by 
that Aflembly againft monarchy, religious eftablifhments, and 
religion itfelf, all which were calculated not to enlighten, but 
Vol. XXXIV. 3 C 
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to miftead the judgement, becaiife they could not well fail to 
-move the pillions of the readers. Thefe papers were collected 
into a pamphlet, which he verily believed to be circulated by 
the Treafury, and brought in aid of the papers which the right 
honourable gentleman had communicated to the Houfe. Thus 
it would appear, that the latter really were, in the opinion 
even of the right honourable gentleman himfelf, whatever he 
might affe£l to believe to the contrary, abfolutely infufficient 
to diredt the, judgement of the Houfe, in a bufinefs of fuch, 
magnitude, as whether the nation fhould, or lhould not, be 
plunged into a war. The papers for which he intended to 
move, in addition to thofe already on the table, were thole, if 
any fuch there were, as had palled between our Minifters and 
the French Ambafladorat our Court, between the 8th of July 
and the 19th of November 1791, during which period there 
appeared to be a chafm in the printed communication. He 
meant next to move for fuch papers, if any, as had been re- 
ceived" by ouf Minifters from other, French agents; and for 
copies of the oorrefpondence between His Majefty’s Ambafla- 
dor at the Hague and the French Executive Council. He was 
the more anxious to learn whether any fuch correfpondence had 
taken place, as he found that Mr. Brilfot had aflerted, in a re- 
port made to the National Convention, that in O&ober and 
November laft, an amicable negociation had been opened with 
'the Britilh Government. He was aware, that in the report 
to which he alluded, there was a palpable inconfiftency, for it 
was ftated, that what had made the Englilh Minifter fo com- 
plaifant, as to agree to this negociation, was the fplepdid vic- 
tory gained by the French arms at Jemmappe: now he was 
ready to admit, that it was ablurd to fay, that a vi&ory gained 
on the 6th of November, could have made the Englilh Mini- 
fters c.onfent to a negociation in the month of O&ober. But 
ftill it was afterted, let the caufe have been what it might, that 
a negociation was opened in O&ober; the obje£t, purport, 
and extent of it were unknown to the Houle ; but it was lit 
that every thing relating to it lhould be made known, before 
gentlemen could be faid to be fairly and fully in pofiel&on of alL 
that was neceflary tad irefttheir judgement in the great quef- 
tiQU that was to be that night brought before them. The lad 
papers for which he intended to move, were copies of fuch re- 
3 / 



A* 1793. DEBATES. 379 

quifitions as had been made by the States Centra] of the United 
Provinces, lor the performance of the engagement into which 
this country had entered, for maintaining to the Republic the 
exclufive navigation of the Scheldt. The Houfe, he faid, muft* 
fee the neceflity for producing thefe papers ; for if England 
was to enter into a war on account of engagements with Hol- 
land, three things ought to be made to appear ; firft, that the 
engagements exift ; fecondly, that the cafe on account of 
which we are called upon for the performance of them, is a 
e/tfus foederis ; and thirdly, that we have actually been required 
to fulfil them. No man had a higher fenfe than he had of the 
binding nature of folemn treaties, and of the good faith with 
which they ought to be executed ; but dill he did not fee that 
a nation was bound to {land forward unafked, and prepare to 
fulfill engagements, before it was required to arm by the State 
.Handing in need of afliftance. To (hew how matters flood in 
this refpeft between England and Holland, was the fubjeffc of 
his lad motion, and as it appeared to him to be the mod im- 
portant of all, fo he trufled that the Houfe would fee the pro- 
priety of adopting it. Having faid this, he moved, “ That 
“ there be laid before this Houfe, An account of all the com- 
“ munications that have palfed between His Majefty’s Mini- 
“ fters and the Executive Government of France, or their 
“ agents, from the 8th of July, to the 19th of -November, 
« 1792.” 

The queflion was, with leave, withdrawn. 

“ That there be laid before this Houfe, An account of all 
“ the claims and requifitions made on the part of. the States 
“ General of the United Provinces, upon the fubje£l of the 
<* treaty concluded in 1788, between Great Britain and the 
♦« faid States General, as far as the fame relate to the exclufive 
“ navigation of the Scheldt, and of any application made by 
<* the faid States General to this Government, on the ground 
“ of treaty, for our afliftance and interference in the prefent 

circumftances refpe£ling France.” 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he prefumed that neither the 
honourable gentleman nor the Houfe expe&ed that he (hould, 
on this collateral motion, go into a difeufiion of topics which 
would, with much more propriety and regularity, be brought 
forward when he fhould have the honour of moving the addref* 
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of which lie had given notice for that night. He meant, 
therefore, literally to confine himfelf to. the confideration of the 
papers which the honourable gentleman wifhed to have pro- 
duced, and to (hew that in feme of the cafes alluded to no 
fuch papers were in exigence, and that in others, fuch as did 
exift, either could not or ought not to be produced. The 
Houfe already knew that foon after July, viz. early in the 
month of Auguft, His Majefty had bedn pleafed to recall his 
AmbaiTador from Paris ; from that period to the 19th of No- 
vember all communication ceafed between the two countries, 
except in fome particular inftances in no degree whatever con- 
nected with matters at prefent under difeuflion : there was in- 
deed a communication from the French Government refpeCt- 
ing the conduct of the Princes of the Houfe of Bourbon, but 
nothing regarding England, and fome others of a private na- 
ture refpe&ing the property of individuals in the ifland of To- 
bago ; fo that in reality there were no papers in any way rela- 
ting to the objeCts in difpute between the two countries, re- 
ceived from Monf. Chauvelin between the 8th of July and the 
19th of November Iaft. The honourable gentleman's fecond 
motion he underftood to be for papers received from other 
agents of the French Government. On this head he would fay 
that no fuch papers cxifted. It appeared, indeed, from one of 
the papers already on the table, that when affairs began to wear 
a ferious afpeCt, His Majefty 's Minifters were willing to agree 
to fome extra-official mode of treating ; and that to this end 
Lord Grenville had admitted Monf. Chauvelin to an interview; 
what palled at it could not be laid before the Houfe, becaufe it 
was not reduced to writing, but delivered verbally, and in the 
way of converfation. The fubftance of fuch extra-official 
conferences had never been confidered as proper fubjeCts to be 
laid before Parliament, becaufe the fubftance of them could be 
collected only from memory, and confequently it might be in- 
accurately given ; and fecondly, becaufe fuch conferences ge- 
nerally led to, and might be confidered as the preliminaries to 
fome fpecific written , documents, on which meafures might af- 
terwards be grounded , He recollected alfo, that he himfelf had 
had fome conference (the firft op the 3d of December laft) with 
a perfqn whp did not ftyle himfelf an agent from the French 
Government, but represented himfelf as one in the confidence 
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of Tome of thofe in wliofe' hands was the exercife of authority ‘ 
in France. What pa (Ted at thefe conferences was not in wri- 
ting, and therefore could not be produced : he had agreed to 
this extra-official way of doing bufinefs,in the hope that fome' 
offer would be made which would fatisfy Qfeat Britain, but' 
nothing of the Itind was made and in the end the perfon to 
whom he alluded referred him to Monf. Chauvelin to leam 
from him the farther intentions of the Executive Council. 
The honourable gentleman wifhed alfo, that fuch correfpon- 
dencc as had taken place between His Majefty’s Ambaflador at 
the Hague and the Executive Council of France, or with any 
other perfons in that country, fhould be laid before the Houfe. 
He could allure the honourable gentleman that he knew of no 
communication between Lord Auckland and the Executive 
Council, and therefore he could not produce it. On the other 
hand, if that noble Lord had thought it his duty to open a cor- 
refpondence with particular perlons in France, which might 
eventually lead to the benefit of this country, he was of opi- 
nion that the production of any papers which palled on fuch an 
occafion would be a breach of every rule of policy, diferetion, 
and honour. The honourable gentleman’s laft motion was 
for copies of fuch requilitions as had been made by Holland 
for the performance of the engagements into which England 
had entered for fecuring to the former the exclufive navigation 
of the Scheldt. On this head he was ready to admit, that if 
the honourable gentleman meant requifitions for the contin- 
gent of troops which England was bound by treaty to furnifh 
for maintaining the exclufive navigation of the Scheldt, no fuch 
requifitions had been made ; but this circumftance, fo far from 
weakening, would, as he lhould fhew when the King’s mef- 
fage fhould be under conlideration, ftrengthen the propofition 
which he intended, to move on that fubjedt. On the other 
hand, left the honourable gentleman or the Houfe fhould be 
led into an opinion that Holland was without alarms, and per- 
fectly at eafe ; he thought it his duty to fay that the Dutch had 
repeatedly exprefled their folicitude for the prefence of a Bri- 
tifh force to defend them againfl an attack in the Scheldt, 
which they had reafon to apprehend. In anfwering the diffe- 
rent queftions put by the honourable gentleman, he had care- 
fully avoided going into a difeuffion on the contents of any of 



38* PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

the papers in queftion, becaufe he would not anticipate the de- 
hate which would come on upon the motion for the addrefs. 
If he did not anfwer the honourable gentleman ycfterday, it 
was becaufe he wilhed to be able to fpeak with greater accu- 
racy, and to be perfe&ly clear that no paper, which could or 
ought to be prefented to the Houfe, had been withheld. 

Mr* SHERIDAN obferved, that when the right honour- 
able gentleman faid he had avoided going into a difcuffion on 
the contents of the papers, he meant to infinuate that his ho- 
nourable friend (Mr. GreyJ had gone into collateral matters, 
not neceflarily connected with arguments, merely for the pro- 
duction of papers ; but the infinuation was unfounded"; for his 
honourable friend had not uttered a Angle fentence which was 
not clofely connected with the objeCt of his motions. The 
right honourable gentleman’s refufal yeiterday to fay as much 
as he did that day, or to give any anfwer or explanation at 
all, could be afcribed only to miniiterial arrogance. It was, 
however, fome confolation to his honourable friend, that he 
was not the only perfon to whom the right honourable gentle- 
man was fo infultingly referved ; for it would appear that he 
had concealed even from his colleague (Mr. Secretary Dundas) 
the circumftancc of the conferences which he this day allowed 
he had had with an unauthorifed agent of France; for that 
aight honourable colleague had, on a former day, declared, in 
language aftonifhingly perfpicuous, “ that he did not believe 

that it was compatible with his belief that any thing more 

had palTed between the French Government and His Ma- 
“ jelly's Minifters than what palfod through the hands of 
“ Monf. Chauvelin.” 

Mr. FOX faid, he did not mean to take up a minute of the 
time of the Houfe on this fubjeCt ; he rofe only for fhe pur- 
pofe of alking whether he rightly underllood the right honour 
table gentleman on one or two points. The right honourable 
gentleman had faid, that he knew of no communication be- 
tween Lord Auckland and the French Executive Council : if 
he meant that they had not communicated perfonally, he had 
; laid no more than was known before to every one, becaufe it 
was a matter of notoriety that Lord Auckland had not been at 
f^aris during the fummer or prefent winter, and that the Exe- 
cutive Council had not viiited the Hague. Rut he wilhed tp 
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know whether the right honourable gentleman meant to Fay 
that Lord Auckland had not any communication with the Exe* 
cutive Council through the medium of any minifter or agent 
employed by the latter. Lord Auckland certainly would not 
negociate with the Government of France, without authority 
for that purpofe from his own Government ; and if fuch au- 
thority was given to him, his difpatches in confcquence of it 
ought to be laid before Parliament, as well as any paper deli- 
vered in London by the French' Ambaflador to our Minifters 
at home, or by them to him. As to the conferences which the 
right honourable gentleman had hated to have taken place in 
England, with agents from France, he admitted, fchat what 
was verbally Iran failed at the time, could not be as regularly 
laid before Parliament, as tranfa&ions which were whollv in 
writing. But ftill it was known that what was generally called 
a verbal communication in diplomatic language, was almoft 
always on paper, and was called fometimes une note verbale ; 
at all events, a minute of the conference was made for the in- 
formation of the King and his Council ; and therefore it was 
practicable to lay fuch minute or note verbale before Parlia- 
ment, and the only queition that could arife upon it, was, 
whether it would be proper to produce it. With refpedt to 
Holland, there was onC point on which he wifhed for fome 
explanation. The right honourable gentleman had admitted 
that no formal requifition had been made by that country, for 
the contingent of men which England was bound by treaty to 
furnilh; but he faid at the fame time, that Holland had re- 
peatedly eXpreffed her folicitude for the prefence of a Britilh, 
force. What he wanted to know was, whether it was in con- 
fequenceof the treaty, that fuch force was wilhed for, or not. 
It might be that Holland demanded this force on the ground 
that we were bound by treaty to lend it ; or it might be that 
fhe wilhed for it on the ground that our own intereft, inde- 
pendent of any treaty, ought to induce us to grant fuch alfift- 
ance. He was anxious 'to know on which of thefe grounds 
die prefence of the Britilh force was defired. If it was on the 
(core of the treaty, there was not the lead ground for delibera- 
tion ; we had promjfed to furnilh a quota of troops, and were 
- bound by national faith and national honour, which were pa- 
ramount to every other confideration, to fulfil our engagements. 
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But if the Dutch grounded their requifition on the principle , 
'that our own intereft fliould induce us to defend them, then 
the queftion would be of a very different^ nature indeed ; 
would nojt be a queftion of faith or of honour, but of policy, 
prudence, and diferetion ; and as in the one cafe we were 
bogind without hefitation to furnifli the (lipulated quota; fo in 
the other we might refufe to. give any aid at all, unlefs it fliould 
be evident that our own interelt called upon us to fland forward 
and defend the Republic. The motion of his honourable 
friend on this fubjedt he thought of great moment, and it 
would, in his opinion, be proper for him to prefs it upon the 
Houle; but. as for the others, he would advife him, after the 
explanation given by the right honourable gentleman, to with- 
draw and drop them. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT rofe to explain one point which 
feemed not to have been fufficiently underftood by the right 
honourable gentleman who had fpoke laft. With relpedl to 
Lord Auckland, what he meant to fay was, that he knew of 
no communication between that noble Lord, and the Execu- 
tive Council of France, through the medium of any agent or 
agents of the latter adting as fuch. 

Mr. GREY confented to withdraw the motion then before 
the Houfe, and to give up the next two motions, which he 
intended to have made ; but he moved the fourth, refpedling 
Holland, which was negatived without any farther debate, 
and without a divifion. 

The SPEAKER having read His Majefty’s meflage, and 
the order of the day for taking it into conflderation, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, amidft the many important 
Qbjedts ariflng from the meflage of His Majefty, which now 
came to be conlidered, there was one which particularly called 
for their attention. That attention, indeed, could not fail to 
be feparately diredted to that calamitous event, (the murder of 
the French King) that adl of outrage to every principle of re- 
ligion, juftice, and humanity ; an adl which in this country, 
and the whole of Europe, had excited but one general fenti- 
ment of indignation and abhorrence, and could not fail to ex- 
cite the fame fentiments in every civilized nation. He fliould, 
indeed, better confult his own feelings, and thole of the; 
Houfe, could he draw a veil over this melancholy event.^ I^ 
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was in all its circum dances fo full of grief and horror, that it 
mud be a wifh, in which all united, to tear it, if poflible, 
from their memories, to expunge it from the page of hidory, 
and remove it for ever from the obfervation and comments of 
mankind. 

Excidat ille dies avo, neu podera credant , 

Secula ? nos certe taceamus, et obruta multa 

Nodte tegi nodrx patiamur crimina gentis. 

Such, he continued, were the words applied by an author 
of their own, to an occafion (the madacre of St. Bartholomew) 
which had always been deemed the (landing reproach of the 
French nation, and the horrors and cruelties of which had 
only been equalled by thofe atrocious and fanguinary proceed- 
ings which had been witnefled in fome late indances. But 
whatever might be their feelings of indignation and abhor- 
rence with refpedt to that dreadful and inhuman event to which 
he had fet out with calling their attention; that event now 
was pad ; it was impoflible that the prefent age (hould not now 
be contaminated with the guilt and ignominy of having wit- 
nefled it, or that the breath of tradition fhould be prevented 
from handing it down to poderity. They could now only 
enter their folemn protedation againd that event, as contrary 
to every fentiment of judice and humanity, as violating the 
mod facred authority of laws, and the dronged principles of 
natural feeling. Hence, however, they might derive an ufe- 
ful theme of reflcdlion — a ledbn of falutary warning. For, in 
this dreadful tranfadlion, they faw concentrated the effect of 
thofe principles pulhed to their utmod extent, which fet out 
with diflolving all the bonds -of legiflation by which fociety 
were held together, which were edabliflied in oppofition to 
every law, divine and human, and prefumptuoufly relying on 
the authority of wild and delufive theories, rejected all the ad- 
vantages of. the wifdom and experience of former ages, and 
even the facred inftrudlions of Revelation. — While therefore 
he diredled their attention to this tranfadlion, he paid not only 
a tribute to humanity, but he fugg ded to them a fubjedt of 
much ufeful refledlion : for, by conddering the confcquences 
of thefe principles, they might be duly warned of their mif- 
chievous tendency, and taught to guard againd their progrefs. 

yoL. xxxiv. 3D 
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Indeed he wished that this fubjed^might on the prefent occa 
pon he con fide red rather as matter' of reafon and reflections 
than of fentimerrt, Sentiment was now, unavailing ; but rea- 
fon and reflexion might be attended with the moft beneficial 
effeCts; and while they pointed out the horrid evils which had 
difgraced and mined another country, might preferve our own 
from exhibiting a- fcene of fimilar calamity and guilt. No 
confederation indeed could be more connected with i country 
like this, or of greater importance, than what tended to avert 
fuch tranfadions as had taken place in that neighbouring ftate. 
Here, where a monarch formed an eflential part of the Go- 
vernment, clothed with that inviolability which was eflential 
to the exercife of the Sovereign power ; where the Legiflature 
was compof^d of a mixture of democracy and ariftocracy ; and 
where, by the benefits of this fyftem, we had been exempted 
from thofe mifehiefs which in former ages had been produced 
by defpotifm, and which were only to be exceeded by thofe 
ftlll more horrid, evils which in the prefent time had been found 
to be the fruits of licentioufncfs and anarchy. 

The fituation of this country, he muft, indeed, compare to 
the temperate Zone, which was the fituation in every refpeCt 
beft fitted for health and enjoyment ; and where, enjoying a 
mild, beneficial* regulated influence, the inhabitants were 
equally proteCled from the fcorching heats of the torrid, and 
the rigorous frolls of the Frigid Zones. Compared with this 
country, where equal protection was extended to all, and 
there exifted fo high a fum of national felicity, dreadful indeed 
was the contrail afforded in the prefent fituation of France, 
where there prevailed a fyftem of the utmoft licentioufnefs and 
diforder, and anarchy through a thoufand organs operated to 
produce unnumbered mifehiefs. Such a fyftem could furely 
mever find its way into this happy country, ,unlefs induftrioufly 
imported ; and to guard againft the introduction of fuch a fyf- 
tem was their firft. duty and their moil important care. He- 
now proceeded to ftate, the fituation of France had already 
been much the fubjeCl of difeuflion in that Houfe, -particularly 
at the opening of the feftion. Many comments* which from 
his abfence he had not an opportunity of hearing,, had been, 
made on the conduct of the French,, as even then affording 
much ground for jealou fy and precaution. But if fuch yva» 
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the alarm which had been t^lemup from Hi's Majefty’s fpeech, 
at the opehirig of the feflion, what were now tlie circumftanc# 
on which HisMa jelly’s meflage had come down Vo the Houle?* 
Mr. Pitt now proceeded to remark on the diferbnt papers^ 
which -had been laid on the table, and printed for the ule of* 
the Members: He trufted, he faid, that they were fufficiently 
acquainted with the contents of thofe papers^ to be able to fol- 
low hifh in the references which he fliouid have occafion to 
make. 

It would appear from the firfl paper that the fyftcm on wKich 
H is Majefty had uniformly a died, was founded on the very 
principles which Had afterwards didlated the, neceffity of his 
making preparations. His Majefty had declined taking any 
part in the internal Government of France, and had made a 
pofitive declaration to that effedt. When he took that wife, 
generous, and difmterefted refoliition, he had reafon to expedl 
that the French would in return have refpedted the rights of 
himfelf, and his allies, and moft of all, that they would not 
have attempted any internal interference in this country. A 
paper on the table contained on their part a pofitive contradl 
to abftain from any ‘of thofe adls by which they had provoked 
the indignation of this country. In this paper they difclaimed 
all views of aggrandizement; they gave affurances of their 
good condudi to neutral nations ; they protefted againft their 
entertaining an idea of interfering in the Government of the 
country, or making any attempts to excite infurredtion, upon 
the exprefs ground (ftated in the paper} that fuch interference^ 
and fuch attempts, would be a violation of the law of nations 
They had themfelves, by anticipation, paffed fentence upon 
their own condudi ; and the event of this evening’s difeuflion 
would decide, whether that fentence would be Confirmed by 
thofe who had adtually been injured During the whole 
fummer, while France had been engaged in the war with 
ftria and Pruflia, His Majefty had in no fhape departed from 
the neutrality which he had engaged to obferve, nor did he, 
by the fmallefl adl, give any reafon to fufpedt his adherence 
to that fyftem. 

But what, he would afk, was the qpnduSF of the French ? — 
Had they alfo faithfully obferved their part of the agreement, 
and adhered' (o the affurances ‘whjch, on the ground of His 
>;. V 3D a 
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Majedy’s neutrality, they had given, to reje£t all views of ag- 
grandizement, not to interfere with neutral nations, and to re- 
fpe£l the rights of His Majedy and his allies ? What had been 
their conduct would very foon appear from the datement of 
fa£ts. They had immediately (hewed how little (incere they 
were in their firft aflurances, by difeovering intentions to pur- 
fue a fydem of the mod unlimited aggrandizement, if they 
were not oppofed and checked in their career. The fird in- 
dance of their fuccefs in Savoy had been fufficient to unfold the 
plan of their ambition. They had immediately adopted the 
courfe to annex it for ever to their own dominions, and had 
difplayed a refolution to do the fame, wherever they (hould 
carry their arms. That they might not leave any doubt of 
their intentions, by a formal decree, they had dated their plan 
of overturning every Government, and fubftituting their own ; 
they threatened dedruflion to all who (hould not be inclined to 
adopt their fydem of freedom, and, by a horrid mockery, of- 
fered fraternization, where, if it was refufed, they were deter- 
mined to employ force, and to propagate their principles where 
they (hould fail to gain aflent by the mouths of cannon. They 
edablifhed, in the inftrudtions to the Commiflioners whom they 
appointed to enforce the decree with refpedi to the countries en- 
tered by their armies, a danding revolutionary order ; they in- 
dituted a fydem of organizing diforganization. And what was 
the reafon which they afligned for all this ? “ The period of 
“ freedom,” faid they, “ mud foon come : we mud then en- 
“ deavour, by all means in our power, to accompli(h it now : 
** for (hould this freedom be accomplilhed by other nations, 
“ what then will become of us ? Shall we then be fafe ?” It is 
a quedion indeed which they might well put, “ What will 
“ become of us?” for judly might they entertain doubts of 
'their fafety. They had rendered the Netherlands a province, 
in fubdance as well as name, entirely dependent upon France. 
That fydem, purfued by the Jacobin focieties, in concert with 
their correfpondents, had given a more fatal blow to liberty, 
than any which it had ever differed from the bolded attempts 
of the mod afpiring monarch. What had been the circum- 
dances which had attended the triumphal entry of General Du- 
mourier? Demondrations of joy infpired by terror, illumina- 
tions imperioufly demanded by an armed force. And when 
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the Primary Aflembly met to deliberate, in what circumftances 
did they atlemble ? . With the tree of liberty planted amidft 
them, and furrounded by a hollow fquare of French foldiers ; 
a fituation furely equally conducive to the eafe of their own 
thoughts, and the freedom of their public deliberations. And 
what had happened even fince the French had profefled theix; 
intention of evacuating the territories which they had entered, 
at the conclufion of the war? A deputation had been received 
from Hainault, requeuing that it might be added as an eighty- 
'■•fifth department. And -Mow had this deputation been received ? 
Had the requeft been rejected ? No, it had only been pofl- 
poned till a Committee fhould be able to prepare inftrudtions, 
how thofe nations, who (hould be dciirous of the fame union, 
fhould be able to incorporate them (elves with France in a re- 
gular and formal manner, till the preliminaries fhould be fet- 
tled by which it fhould fubjeCt to its Government, and add to 
its territories, every country which fhould be fo unfortunate 
as to experience the force of its arms, and give to its wild and 
deftrudtive ambition only the fame limits with thofe of its 
power. It was matter of ferious confi deration, howfarfuch 
a condufl not only ought to roufe the indignation, but might 
tend to afPe£l the interefts of this country. To fhew how the 
French had behaved with refpeCt to neutral nations, he need 
only refer to their decree of the 19th November, which had al- 
ready been fo often mentioned and fo amply difeufled. He 
ihould, from a compilation* which had been this day put into 
his hand (and of which, not withftanding he might be reproach- 
ed as a publifher of pamphlets, he highly approved, as it con- 
centrated in pne point of view all the grounds of offence which 
the French had given to this country) read an extra £t from this 
decree. He then read that patTage in which the French grant 
fraternity to ail thofe people who fhould be defirous to gain 
their freedom, and offer them afliflance for that purpofe. By 
the bye, he remarked, that to grant fraternity was a curious 
flile of equality. 

* Vide a ' Collection of Addrefles tranfmitted by certain Englifh 
Clubs and Societies to the National Convention of France, Printed 
for J. Debrctt, Piccadilly. 
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And"tbat none might be at' a lofs to know td whom the 
French ^nation were difpofed to grant this relationfhip of 
younger brothers, they had ordered the decree to be printed in 
all languages, by ‘which it might be perceived', that; they in- 
tended th<?: favour for all nations who chofe to at dept of .Iti*^-. 
Spme pretended Explanations had indeed been given- of thisde- 
cree, but jp£-*aJL,&hf!fe texplanations he (hould fay nothing , but. 
what hadruJraady ‘ been dated by the noble Secretary of State, 
that thoyr.«cw*4iried only an avowal and a repetition of the of- 
fence. -Ther whole of their language, inditutions, and edri- 
du <Sl, had- bedn dR refled to the total fubverfion of every Go- 
vernment/ To monarchy particularly they had tedified. the 
mod decided -averfion, and fo violent was their enmity-, that 
they could be ffetisfied with nothing lefs than its entire exter- 
mination. The bloody fentence,. which the hand of the aflaf- 
fin had lately carried intoexejeution again ft their own monarch, 
was palled againft the Sovereigns of all countries. Were not 
thefe principles intended to be applied in their effeits to this 
Government? No focidty in this country, however fmall in 
number, however contemptible, however even quedionable in 
exidence, had fent addrefles to their affembly, in which they 
had exgifefled fentiments of fedition and treafon, which had 
not been received with a degree even of theatrical extrava- 
gance, and cheriihed with all the enthufiafm of congenial feel- 
ing. Need he then afk, if England was not aimed at by this 
conduit, and if it alone was to be exempted from the confe- 
rences of a fyftem, the profedion of which was anarchy, 
and which feemed to afpire to eftablifh univerfal dominion 
upon ithe ruin of every Government. On the fubjeit of the 
violation of the rights of His Majedy and his allies, he had al- 
ready. qu a former occafion fpoken at fume length. He had 
v, dated, that the only claim which the French could have to in- 
terfere in the navigation of the Scheldt mud either be in theaf- 
fiimedcharadter of Sovereigns of the Low Countries, or as 
taking to themfelves the office of the arbiters of Europe.—, 
They were themoftfolemn engagements of treaties to protect 
the Dtrteh in their exclnfive right of navigating thp Scheldt* 
And as* infringement-of treaties more notorious, and more 
grant, perhaps never had occurred, than that which now ap- 
peared in the indance of their conduit with refpeit to the 
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Scheldt. For this infringement they had advanced fome pre- 
tences, alledging that the exclufivp privilege of navigating 
the Scheldt was contrary • to certain principles .with refpet to 
the rights of rivers. Capricious and wild.in .their- -theory, 
and in entire contradition to whatever had b$eq fantioned 
by eftablilhed pratice, they like wife pretend, that the treaty, 
©n which was founded the exelufive right of navigating the 
Scheldt, was antiquated and obfokte, and had become no 
longer binding, though they had themfelves, upon receiving 
'the aflurances of His Majefly*s intentions of neutrality, pledged 
themfelves to an obfervapee of all the fubfifting treaties.. Th» 
pretences which they allc|dged upon this occafion, were indeed 
fuch as equally went to weaken the force of every treaty, to- 
remove every obligation, and deftroy all confidence between: 
nations. From what had patted in a former part of the even- 
ing, he underflood that it would be urged, that the Dutch hadt 
made no formal requifition for the fupport of this country, in 
order to refill the opening of the Scheldt by the French, and 
to enable them to maintain their right to the exclufiYq naviga- 
tion of .that river. He granted that no iu^ Jqrmal j^qpifition. 
had been made. But might there not. be prudenyab.fqafpns 
for not making this requifition on their part, very 
thofeyvhich fhould induce this country to withhold its £ 

When the French opened the Scheldt, the Dutch entered their 
folemn proteft againfl that invalion of their rights, which left? 
them at liberty, at any time, to take it up as an at of holli- 
lity. If, from the fudden progrefs of the French arms, and 
the circumftance of their forces being at their very door, tliey, 
either from prudence or fear, did not think proper to taj^e it 
tip as an immediate commencement of hbftilities becaufee 
they had been timid, would England think itfelf intitle'd to- 
leave its allies, already involved in a fituation of imminent 
danger, to that certain ruin to which they were expofed, in 
confequence of a fyftem, the principles of which threatened 
alfo definition to England, to Europe, and to the whole of 
tnankind ? Thus in alL thofe three atturances which they had 
given of their intention to rejet any fyflem of aggrandizement, 
toabftain from interfering in the Government of any neutral 
•country, and to refpet the rights of His Majelly apd of hi* 
allies, they had entirely failed, and in every refpet c<J8JspleteIy 



PARLIAMENTARY 


39 * 


A. 1793. 


re verfed that line of conduft which they had fo folemnly pledg- 
ed themfelvcs to adopt. Whatever they had offered under the 
name of explanations contained nothing that either afforded 
any compenfation for the pail, or was at all fatisfa&ory with 
refpeit to the future. They had dated that they would eva- 
cuate the Netherlands at the conclufion of the war — upon a 
promife fo illufory there could not be the fmalleft grounds of 
dependance. With refpeit to their decree of 19th Nov. they 
had made no apology for the manner in which they had received 
feditious addrelles from this country. They dated indeed that it 
was injurious to them to fuppofe that they would interfere in any 
Government without a previous exprefs declaration of the na- 
tional will: but they had left themfelvcs to judge what was 
fuflicient to conditute that declaration of the national will, 
and thus allow'ed this decree, which in fact was nothing elfe 
than an advertifement for fedition in every country to remain 
in full force ; and what in their opinion was to conditute a de- 
claration of the national will we could only judge of from the 
manner in which they had received feditious addreffes from a 
majority in this country fo fmall, that thofe who were difpofed 
to put the conduit of the French in the mod favourable point 
of view, held them out as too contemptible for notice : thefe 
addrelfes they received as expredive of the fentiments of the 
People of Great Britain, the great majority of whom he was, 
however, happy to fay deteded their principles — principles 
which, if once adopted, would involve in them the ruin of our 
happy Conditution, and the dedruition of our country, and 
introduce anarchy and all thofe feenes of horror with which 
the country which had broached them was now afflicted : but 
the patience of the Houfe and his drength would fail him, 
fhould he proceed to date all the fails connected with the pro- 
pofitions which he now meant to lay before them. On the 
27th of December M. Chauvelin, on the part of the Execu- 
tive Council, had prefented the note complaining of the inju- 
rious condruition of the decree of the 19th of November. 
On the 3id of December a Member of that Executive Council 
(Minider of the Marine) addreded a letter to all the friends of 
liberty in the fea-ports ; from which he would now read fome 
paflages : 
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“ The Government of England is arming, and the King of 
** Spain, encouraged by this, is preparing to attack us. Thefe 
“ two tyrannical powers, after perfecuting the patriots on their 
“ own territories, think, no doubt, that they (hall be able to 
“ influence the judgement to be pronounced on the tyrant 
4t Lquis. They hope to frighten us : but no — a people who 
“ has made itfelf free — a people who has driven out of the bo- 
“ fom of France, and as far as the d iff ant borders of the 
ei Rhine, the terrible army of the Pruffians and Auflrians — 
“ the people of France will not fuffer laws to be di&ated to 
“ them by a tyrant. 

<e The King and his Parliament mean to make war againfl 
** us. Will the Englifh republicans fuffer it ? Already thefe 
“ free men fhew their difcontent, and the repugnance which 
** they have to bear arms againfl their brothers the French.— 
“ Well i we will fly to their fuccour — we will make a defeent 
“ in the ifland — we will lodge there fifty thoufand caps of li- 
“ berty — we will plant there the facred tree, and we will 
“ ftretch out our arms to our republican brethren — the tyranny 
“ of their Government will foon be deflroyed.” 

He called the attention of the Houfe to this declaration, 
which diflinguifhed the Englifh People from the King and the 
Parliament, and to the nature of that prefent which was meant 
to be made them. While fuch declarations were made, what 
could be thought of any explanations which were pretended to 
be given, or what credit was due to the aflertions, that they en- 
tertained no intentions hoflile to the Government of this coun- 
try? From all thefe circutn fiances he concluded, that the 
conduct and pretenfions of the French were fuch as were nei- 
ther confident with the exiftence or fafety of this country, 
fuch as that Houfe could not, and, he was confident, never 
would, acquiefce in. Their explanations had , only been re- 
newed infults, and inflead of reverting to thofe aflurances with 
which they had originally fet out, they now fhewed themfelves 
determined to maintain the ground, fuch as it was, upon 
which they flood with refpeft to this country. In the laft pa- 
per which had been delivered, they had given in an ultimatum^ 
flaring, that, unlefs you accept fuch fatisfa&ion as they have 
thought proper to give, they will prepare for war. Unlefs you 
then recede from your principles, or they withdraw it, a war 
Vol. XXXIV. 3 E 
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muft be the confequence — as to the time, the precife moment, 
he ihould not pretend to fi,x it — it would be left open to the 
lad for any fatisfadtory explanation ; but he ihould deceive 
them if he (hould fay that he thought any fuch explanation 
would be given, or that it was probable that a war could be 
avoided : rather than recede from our principles, war was pre- 
ferable to a peace, which could neither be confident with the 
internal tranquillity nor external fafety of this country. He 
concluded, that this was all which he now thought it neceffary 
to fay ; but that fome topic might occur in the courfe of the 
evening on which he fliould have occafion again to crave the 
indulgence of the Houfe. He then moved, 

* f That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty, to. 
“ return His Majefty the thanks of this Houfe for his mod 
“ gracious meffage, and for the communication of the papers, 
** which, by His Majefty’s command, have been laid before 
tc us. 

“To offer to His Majefty our heartfelt condolence on the 
“ atrocious adt lately perpetrated at Paris, which muft be 
“ viewed by every nation in Europe as an outrage on religion, 
juftice, and humanity, and as a ftriking and dreadful exam- 
“ pie of the effedl of principles which lead to the violation of 
“ the mod facrcd duties, and are utterly fubverfive of the 
“ peace and order of all civil fociety. 

“ To afTure His Majefty, that it is impodible for us not to 
“ be fendble of the views of aggrandifement and ambition, 
“ which, in violation of repeated and folemn profedions, have 
been openly manifefted on the part of France, and which 
“ are connedted with the propagation of principles incompa- 
“ tible with the exiftence of all juft and regular government : 
“ that, under the prefent circumftances, we condder a vigo- 
“ rous and effedlual oppofition to thefe views as edential to the 
“ fecurity of every thing which is mod dear and valuable to us 
“ as a nation, and to the future tranquillity and fafety of all 
“ other countries. 

“ That, imprefted with thele fentiments, we fhall, with th© 
“ utmoft zeal and alacrity, afford His Majefty the mod effec- 
“ tual adi dance to enable His Majeifty to make a farther aug- 
“ mentation of his forces 1 by, fea anid land, and !to adi, as 
circumftances may reqnire, in the prefent important con- 
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** jun£ture, for maintaining the fecurity and honour of his 
“ Crown, for fupporting the juft rights of his allies, and for 
“ preferving to his People the undifturbed enjoyment of the 
** bleflings which, under the divine Providence, they derive 
f* from the Britifli Conftitution.” 

Lord BEAUCHAMP feconded the motion. He (aid, in 
•die addrefs of hanks now about to be voted, the intereft not 
only of the prefent generation, but of pofterity, were deeply 
involved. It therefore became him, and every good man, to 
fupport Government. When he confidered the fubjedt of 
difcuftion in a cool and deliberate manner, he could not con* 
ceive what this country had done to incur the menaces or in- 
dignation of France. He could not difcover one Angle in- 
ftance of outrage or injury againft France. 

The only fault perhaps which we had committed was the 
ftatc of neutrality which we had obferved fxnce the commence- 
ment of her unhappy diftraftions. Had we interfered fooner, 
and endeavoured to refill her career of madnefs, we might very 
likely have faved France from many of the misfortunes which 
(he had afterwards fuffered. If by the extraordinary intempe- 
rance of the French, their great fabric of human wifdom, the 
rights of man, had foon been diflipated or dilTolved, was Eng- 
land acceflary to its demolition ? No — it was impoffible to. 
mention one fingle a£t which, on our part, could be conftrued 
into any acceleration of its downfall. Their ambition was 
inordinate and unexampled in the hiftory of the world. They 
penetrated into Savoy for the avowed purpofe of freedom ; but 
renouncing that declaration, they were not contented till that 
country was, by intrigue, added as the eighty-fourth depart- 
ment. Thus, while they pretended to diffufe principles of li- 
berty, they enforced thofe of conaueft, and robbed the people, 
whom they pretended to aid, of the fmall remains of their na- 
tive freedom. 

In Brabant the fame principles were diftinguiihable ; and 
thus we were driven to the awful alternative of waging a war 
againft a people boundlefs in their ambition. 

Lord Grenville, in an anfwer to M. Chauvelin, very pro- 
perly fays, “ You are not ignorant, that, fince the unhappy 
“ 10th of Auguft, the King has thought proper to fufpend all 
“ communication with France.’* 

3 E a 
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This declaration ought to have ferved as a denial of the 
reigning powers of France ; and the French faction, who had 
degraded Royalty, might have very eafily conceived that the in- 
tentions of the King of England were inimical to all agitators 
and anarchists, and that, if provoked, he would exert the 
power given him by the Conditution to repel the infolence 
or ambition of men dangerous to the good government of 
fociety. 

Lord Grenville has been weakly accufed of abfurdly acknow- 
ledging and difavowing M. Chauvelin in his official capacity, 
■while at the fame time he enters into a difcuffion with him 
concerning the intereds of the two countries. This argument 
might, at nrd, appear founded ; but, on examination of it, 
would be evident, that, although Lord Grenville refufes all 
communication with him in his official capacity, yet that he 
might take the opportunity of exprcffing his fentiments as a 
limple individual ; Lord Grenville certainly meant no more, 
although his anfwer was afterwards prefented to the world as 
a date paper of authority from the Court of St. James’s. In 
corroboration of this opinion, let gentlemen examine Lord 
Grenville’s own words — “ I have been unwilling to convey to 
“ you the notification dated above, without at the fame time 
“ explaining myfelf clearly and diftin&ly on the fubje£l of 
“ what you communicated to me, although under a form 
“ which is neither regular nor official.” 

If ever the time fhould arrive when it may be expedient to 
receive a Minider from the prefent Executive Council of 
France, the meafure was not prevented by the declaration of 
Lord Grenville, who exprefsly mentioned, “ that the propo- 
** fition of receiving a Minider accredited by any other autho- 
“ rity or power in France would be a new quedion, which, 
“ whenever it occurred, the King would have the right to de- 
t( cide according to the intereds of his fubje&s, his own dig- 
“ nity, and the regard which he owes to his allies, and to the 
“ general fydem of Europe.” 

Thus the decifion of the quedion was given to the proper 
authority, becaufe His Majedy, in the cafes of Ambafladors 
either to or from foreign Courts, had an undoubted right to 
ianftion or reje&, according to the temporary emergency. 
If it be evident that the fydem of the Executive Council of 
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France, fupported by the Convention, is to encourage diforder 
and revolt in other countries, how can England remain neu- 
tral ? The moll fuperficial obferver may eafily conceive, that 
after France has diftra£ted and overturned other Governments, 
her inordinate ambition will induce her to make fimilar at- 
tempts againft the rights and liberties of England. The 
grand fyftem of French policy now adopted is the fomenting 
of difeord and fedition in other countries. Having hoftile in- 
tentions againft Holland, Ihe is making every effort to feduce 
the Dutch from their allegiance to the Stadtholder, and, if 
fuffered, may foon throw that country into a ftate of anarchy 
and confulion, overturn the ancient government, and intro- 
duce the new fyftem fo dangerous to fociety, and fo deftruflive 
of real liberty and property. If ferioufly conftdered, the union 
of Corfica with France in the new doctrines might have been 
urged as a fufficient reafon for the commencement of hoftili- 
ties, becaufe fuch a jun£Hon was dangerous to the balance of 
power. He lamented as much as any man the calamities of 
war, and perhaps ought not to have cenfured Mr. Pitt for his 
refiftance of the meafure till the prefent urgency. Had he at- 
tempted the expedient fooner, the Public would, in all proba- 
bility, not have fuffered it. The Minifter of a free country 
was differently fituated from the fervant of an abfolute prince. 
He mud wait with patience for the will of the People. That 
time was now arrived when every good man was of opinion 
that our interference was neccffary for the fafety of Europe. 
Some praifed the fuccefs which the French had Obtained by 
the vi&ory of Jcmappe. For his part, he was more parfimo- 
nious in his panegyric of that event, becaufe from it he dated 
many of . the calamities which followed. The battle of Je- 
mappe had done more to the aggrandifement of France, by 
giving it the pofleflion of Brabant, than any other event. 

What had Dumourier’s entry intd Brabant produced ? Not 
that generous fpirit of liberty fo much vaunted by the French 
before they took pofleflion of the territories : but the joyeufe 
entree was fucceeded by the bonfire, in which was burnt the 
Magna Charta of the country ; after which followed the facri- 
fice of the ancient liberties of the natives. Dumourier no 
fooner obtained an influence over the credulity of the people of 
Brabant than he levied from them five or fix millions fterling. 
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by which he calculated that his army of 120,000 men might be 
fupported nine or ten months longer. Brabant, till the joyeufe 
entree of Dumourier, had always enjoyed fuch a confiderable 
portion of liberty as to be deemed a free country. 

The time Was, when the final left acquifition of territory 
gained by the French nation would have thrown England into 
a ferment. When the Duke de Choifeul, in the zenith of his 
power, feized upon Avignon, infignificant as was the acquiii- 
tion, it threw Europe into a flame, which would have burft 
out into a war, if the Duke had not prevented it by reftoring 
that city to the Pope, its lawful fovereign. His Lordfliip 
faid, he remembered very well what were the opinions of the 
leading men in Parliament at the time when the French un- 
dertook to make a conqueft of the illand of Corfica ; many of 
them were perfuaded, that, to prevent fuch a meafure, it was 
the intereft of England to arm, and run all the hazard of a 
war. By annexing Savoy to this empire, the French (hewed 
that aggrandifement was their object. This conduct in the 
Netherlands equally (hewed that they intended to rule thefe 
provinces as their own : the confequcnces to England, of the 
Flemifli ports being in the hands of France, mull, to the mod 
ordinary ftatefman, appear to be to the laft degree alarming. 
It was now two hundred and fifty years fince Philip de Co- 
niines, writing upon the i’ubjedt of the fall of the Houfc of 
Burgundy in the time of Louis XI., and the transfer of the 
ports of Boulogne, &c., to France, obferved that this transfer 
ought to alarm England, and that unlefs the confequences 
were timely prevented, they mull prove fatal to the liberties 
and independence of that kingdom, and of all Europe. If 
gentlemen would look at the map of Brabant, they would fee 
that the port of Antwerp on the Scheldt, lying oppofite our 
coaft, and almoft in a direct line with the river Thames, 
would, in the hands of the French, prove deftru&ive to the 
Britifh trade, and deprive England of the dominion of the nar- 
row feas. It would do more ; for Brabant, fituated as it was 
. refpe&ing Holland, would, in the hands of the French, enable 
them to rule that Republic at their pleafure, or pull it down if 
they plcafcd, or govern it under its prefent form by means of 
their Ambatfadors at the Hague, who would leave the Dutch 
only the fliadow of liberty and independence. Queen Eliza- 
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beth oppofed fometimes France, fometimes Spain ; but her 
founded policy was railing up a new power, the Republic of 
Holland, which might be a check upon either, and a barrier 
to England again# both : this was truly found policy $ and it 
would be lhewing a total difregard for our own intereft if we 
were to leave that State expofed to the danger of being fwal- 
lowed up by France. Holland and England were natural al- 
lies : it was true they had fometimes quarrelled ; but they had 
leen their error, and ought to unite in jealoufy and deteftation 
of the people who had made them enemies. Before he fhould 
fit down, his Lordfhip faid, there were two points on which he 
would take the liberty of faying a few words : one was the re- 
call of Lord Gower ; the other the difmiflion of Monf. Chau- 
velin ; both of which meafures had his moil hearty approba- 
tion. Before the noble Lord was recalled the Government of 
France was at an end ; her Conftitution, which had been 
called a model of free government, was diflolvcd in a few 
days, and there was no faying when it would be replaced by 
another. During the interval it would not have been decent 
for a Britifh Ambaflador to remain at Paris, particularly as the 
Minifters of the other powers had withdrawn from that city. 
As to Monf. Chauvelin, he mult fay it looked rather fufpicious 
that fo pun&ilious a nation as France fhould leave an Ambaf- 
lador here after ours had been recalled : he believed it was ge- 
nerally underftood that Ambafladors were at belt but privi- 
ledged or honourable fpies ; and he was inclined to think that 
only for the purpofe of having a fpy upon our public conduct, 
and an agent that might forward their feditious views, that the 
Executive Council kept Monf. Chauvelin here : for his part, 
he was very glad that he was gone, and he wi (lied that he had 
been ordered away fooner, for there were occafions in which 
refident AmbalTadors might do great mifehief. In the year 
1712, when it was known that England was going to make a 
feparate peace, the then Imperial AmbafTador at our Court 
delivered in a flrong memorial to our Minifler, and caufed it 
to be printed the next day in the public newfpapers ; for which 
he was ordered Jto quit the Court and kingdom. The remo-. 
val of Ambafladors did not neceflarily prevent ncgociation ; 
for the diplomatic art had devifed means for enabling two na- 
tions, though actually at war, to treat through the medium of 



4oo 


PARLIAMENTARY 


A. 1793. 

at neutral power : when a war was declared, the belligerent na- 
tions recalled their Miniftcrs ; but did it follow that the war 
was therefore to be eternal? War was certainly a calamity, 
but not fo great a one as a hollow peace. Whether it broke 
out a little fooner or a little later, was of little confequence, 
if it broke out at all. In the prefent inftance we might expeft 
a fpeedy and a happy termination of it ; for all Europe would 
be . on our fide. He was aware that confederacies did not al- 
ways aft well together ; but the rcafon was obvious, the par- 
ties compofing it rarely had a common intereft, or would hold 
out till the general intereft required a general peace. In the 
prefent conteft the cafe was different ; the Emperor would, 
no doubt, ftrain every nerve to recover his beautiful provinces 
in the Netherlands ; the King of Pruflia would feel it neceflary 
to recover the reputation which was the main prop of the Pruf- 
fian monarchy ; Holland would have to contend for her very 
exiftence : Italy was interefted in taking from France Savoy, 
and reftoring it to the King of Sardinia ; and Spain and Por- 
tugal mull fee the danger to their Governments, if the French 
arms and French principles were not timely checked. In 
fuch a ftate of affairs England had every reafon to look for a 
general, a powerful, and a cordial co-operation of the greateft 
part of Europe againft France. For thefe reafons, he faid, 
he was determined to give his moft hearty fupport to.the ad- 
drefs moved by the right honourable gentleman. 

Earl WYCOMBE faid, that he conceived it to be his moft 
indifpenfable duty to ufe every argument in bis power to avert 
from his country fo grievous a calamity as that of entering into 
a war ; a calamity of fuch a nature, as to leave only a doubt 
as to the extent of ills which might probably refult from it ; 
and he conjured the Houfe not to agree to the propofed addrefs 
till they had well confidered the confequcnces. This country, 
his Lordfhip faid, was in no danger whatever, being equally 
fecured by its infular fituation, its internal refources, and the 
ftrong attachment of the people to the conftitution ; he con- 
ceived, therefore, that we had no ground for alarm on the firft 
point mentioned in the meftage from His Majefty. 

As to the fecond point, the fecurity of our allies, his Lord- 
ffiip faid, it was impoftible we could be told that Prufiia had 
Veen attacked by France, and^of courfe this part of the meftage 
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rauft relate to Holland. If the navigation of the Scheldt was 
thefubje& of difpute, it appeared to Him to be a matter of in- 
difference to this country j except that in one view it would be 
of great advantage to our commerce and manufactures, by 
opening a new channel in the bell and moft convenient litu-* 
ation for fending our manufactures into all the continent of 
Europe. From feveral circumftances, it would be idle and 
impolitic for the Dutch themfelves to meditate war, and they 
feem by no means difpofed to do fo : (hall we then urge them 
to refinance, and menace France with war ? 

With regard to the next point in His Majefly’s meflage, the 
propagation of French principles, he thought it by no means 
fafe to go to war again ft principles. If the principles alluded 
to were levelling principles, they fhould be met with contempt, 
but he by no means reprobated all the French principles. — — 
Great ftrefs had been laid on the cruelties perpetrated in France; 
but he could not think that they were a proper caufe of war : 
In his opinion, thefe cruelties had all originated in the infa- 
mous expedition of the Duke of Brunfwick, which might be 
called a fraternity of kings for the purpofe of impofing de£- 
potifm on all Europe. 

Another ground taken by Minifters, he faid, was the necef- 
fity of preferving the balance of power in Europe — or, the fyf- 
tem of Europe : but he could not fee why this country fhould 
be ready, upon all occafions, to go to war for the benefit of 
other nations. This fyftem he looked upon to be no more than 
a political fiClion, a cover for any interference that caprice 
might di&ate. 

The next thing to which he wifhed to call the attention of 
the Houfe, was, the means of carrying on the war. When 
the prefent fuppofed accumulation, of which Minifters boafted, 
was exhaufted, they muft have recourfe to new taxes ; and if 
there was noabfolute neceffity for war, why burden the people 
to maintain a war, of the iffue of which no judgement could 
be formed, and the relative fituation of France to this country 
was fuch, that the connexion of this country with her fhould 
not, he thought, be put to pnneceflary hazard. The war 
might be carried on for fome time without any additional du- 
ties ; but when our refourccs were exhaufted, taxes muft foU 
low, accompanied by the murmurs, if not execrations, of the 
Vo i. XUXIV. 3 F 
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people ; and he hoped we would not fall into an error with 
refpeft to the finances of France, for it had undoubtedly re- 
fources which would be fufficient at leaf! for feme tithe. The 
death f the King of France had been pathetically lamented by 
Minifters, but they never attempted to interfere, and while 
they pre -felled peace, ufed every haughty irritating provocation 
to war. Upon the whole, he could view the war in no other 
light than as a revival of the fyftem of extirpation that was the 
bafi« of the late American war. 

His Lordfliip then adverted to the precarious (ituation of 
Ireland ; and (lated that, and feveral other reafons, which in- 
duced him to deprecate the involving this country in a war 
with France, and to give his negative to the motion for the ad- 
drefs. 

Mr. WHITBREAD, jun. faid, he fhould preface the few 
obfervations he thought it proper to fubmit to the confideration 
of the Houfe, by declaring his abhorrence of the atrocious deed 
lately committed in France : it would {land one of the fore- 
moll in the black catalogue of crimes which hiftory had to re- 
cord ; it would remain a foul ftain upon the national character 
of the people amongft whom it had been perpetrated. But 
in tracing the fource of this and other barbarities which had 
been committed in France, he mull differ with the right ho- 
nourable gentleman and the noble Lord who had moved and 
feconded the addrefs, and coincide with the noble Lord who 
had juft fpoken. He denied that fuch had been the necejpvy 
confequences of the French revolution, or that fuch horrors 
were the necejfary affociates of republicanifm. To the conduit 
of the Powers combined again!! the liberties of France, to the 
ianguinary manifeftoes of the Duke of Brunfwick, he conceived 
all thefe murders were to be attributed. Such manifeftoes, he 
(aid, bore the {lamp and character of thofe barbarians, both 
ancient and modern, to whom to conquer and to deftroy were 
the fame, rather than of the gallant and enlightened leader of 
tfie armies'of two enlightened Princes of Europe, at the dole 
of the eighteenth century. The fpirit of Attila was difeem-, 
ible in them, who deferibing the manner in which himlelf made 
war, in Ihe emphatical words recorded by Mr. Gibbon, had 
laid* “ Where Attila’, s horfe fets his foot, the grafs never 
“ grows.” In modern times, he knew no parallel to the de- 
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vacation threatened, but in the eloquent account given by a 
.right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) of the defcent of Hy- 
der Ali into the Carnatic. Both leaders appeared equally to 
have decreed to make the countries poflefied by the incorrigible 
and predefti'nated criminals oppofed to them, a memorable ex- 
ample to mankind ; both feemed equally to have refolved to 
place perpetual defolation as a barrier between themfelves and 
thofe againfl whom the ties which hold the moral elements of 
the world together, they deemed no protection. It was a me- 
lancholy confideration to humanity, that in endeavouring to 
turn our eyes from the feenes of blood in France, we could 
find no relief in contemplating the mild and Chr.ltian virtues of 
the Powers leagued againft her. It had been faid, in palli- 
ation of their manifeftocs, that there had been no intention of 
carrying the letter of them into execution. Upon the folly of 
threatening that which we cannot, or do not intend to execute, 
he (hould make no comment : but what pledge had we that 
this aflertion. was true ? The only victims which had fallen into 
the hands of the combined Powers had been treated with ex- 
emplary cruelty and injurtice. If on the one hand he faw Louis 
XVI. confined in the prifon of the Temple, on the other he 
faw Mr. la Fayette, and his unfortunate companions, linger- 
ing in the cells of a German fortrefs. To a man of any firm?* 
nefs and refolution, the election would not be difficult to make 
between the cataftrophe, and final momentary fufferings of 
Louis, and the flow confuming horrors in which La Fayette 
dragged on his exiftence. He repeated his abhorrence of the 
execution of Louis XVI., and having done fo, laid, that in 
deliberating on the fubfequent parts of the addrefs, he Ihould, 
as much as poflible, divert himfelf of thofe feelings which fuch 
an aft was calculated to excite ; becaufe if ever there was a 
crifis in which Members of Parliament ought to deliberate 
coolly and difpaflionately, it certainly was the prefent , when, 
as it appeared to him, a matter of no lefs moment was to be 
debated, than whether we were to have peace or war. He 
profefl'ed himfelf an advocate for peace ; for peace, as connect- 
ed with the profperity of the country ; for the profperity of the' 
country, as connected with its henour : for, the honour and 
profperity of any country he confldered inseparable. 

3 F 2 
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The Houfe was then to confider whether war was jufti Ruble 
upon any grounds Hated in the papers upon the table, and whe- 
ther Miniftcrs had done their utmoft to avert that calamity. 
To both thefe he gave a decided negative ; and before he ad- 
verted to the grounds rtated in the papers, he fhould fay fome- 
thing as to the real caufe of war, as he conceived it would at 
length appear to be, if war were undertaken. This was no 
lefs than the total overthrow of the new fyrtem of government 
cxilling in France ; for no other reafon could Minifters have 
refufed to acknowledge the Republic. They had admitted of 
non-ofHcial communications ; this was an acknowledgement of 
the power refiding in thofc perfons with whom they thus com- 
municated ; but they refufed to acknowledge tlie right of thofe 
perfons to the exercife of the power with which they were in- 
verted. This was fecuring the poflibility of joining with the 
combined Powers, whenever a convenient opportunity might 
offer, for the overthrow of the new fyftem. He deprecated 
fuch an attempt, as contrary to the rights of nations. No 
country had a right to interfere with the internal arrangements 
adopted by another. The national will was fupreme in every 
country ; and that alone could conrtitute, alter, or modify forms 
of government. Could any man doubt that the nation willed 
a republic in France ? If we attempted to interfere with the 
difpofition of the national will, let us recollect upon what 
grounds the title of the King of Englmd flood — upon the will of 
i})e nation ; and one of the mod del’potic fovereigns in Europe, 
the Emprefs of Rurtia, owed her elevation to the fuppofed ex- 
prefjion of the national will at the revolution in 1762. She pof- 
feffed the throne upon no other footing ; and what form of go- 
vernment foever any nation willed for itfelf , fuch it had the right 
to adopt. 

He now came to the firft rtated ground of complaint of this 
country againft France — the decree of Nov. 19 ; which decree 
he did not in itfelf defend ; but he contended that the expla- 
nation which the French had been difpofed to give of .that de- 
cree, was fuch as to take away all well-founded apprehenfions 
of any injury deRgned to this country, and certainly would not 
jurtify us in going to war. The next obje& rtated, was the 
aggrandizement of France, which was likely to endanger the 
balance of Europe. Upon the fubjeft of the balance of Eu* 
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rope, which now appeard to be a matter of fuch Signal im- 
portance, he begged to call the attention of the Houfe ; and to 
the general conduct of His Majefty’s Minifters in their en- 
deavours to maintain that balance. At the time that the des- 
potic Power? had formed a combination againlf France, which 
it was not conceivable that {he could refill: ; when it appeared 
that that country was to be over-run, and to become an eafy 
prey to the Duke of Brunfwick, no apprehenfions were enter- 
tained on account of the balance of power ; the fame fupinenefs 
had been vifible when the Emprefs of Rufiia, in the courlb of 
the lad Summer, had taken pofleffion of Poland : -but now that 
the French were victorious, and had defeated their enemies, 
combined to crulh them, the balance of power was in danger 1 
But the aggrandizement of France was dangerous, as connect- 
ed with the principles {he propagated ! He begged to know 
whether this apprehenfibn was not equally well founded, when 
applied to the cafe of Rufiia ? Hr conceived the principles of 
defpotifm propagated by the fword of the one, as dangerous to 
the general fecurity of Europe, as the licentioufnefs propagated 
by the fword of the other. With regard to the requeft urged 
on the part of the Britifli Government, that the French {hould 
withdraw their troops within their own territory, in order to 
pave the way to any negociation with us, he thought fuch a de- 
mand the height of infolence. France had been attacked ; {he 
had fuccefsfully repelled that attack, and gained pofleffion of 
the territory of her adverfary, and had a right to maintain 
that pofleffion, at leaft till the conclufion of the War, to enable 
her to make advantageous terms for herfelf. We had forced 
her to an anticipation of her defigns on the fubjeCt of Brabant. 
She had declared her intention not to add the Low Countries 
to her own territories, but to fuffer the Belgians to ereCt them- 
felves into an independent Sovereignty., He was not now in- 
quiring whether it were juftifiable to detach provinces from 
the Power to which thdy belonged, and to give them inde- 
pendence ; but the idea was not new ; he recollected to have 
heard a right honourable gentleman (Mr., Burke) recommend 
it to the prefent Minifter as an objeCt worthy to eflablifli his 
reputation as a great Statefman, to refeue the provinces of Bef- 
farabia, Moldavia,' and Wallachia, from the tyranny of the 
Grand Signior, and to cze£t them into an independent fede- 
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rated State, under the denomination of the Circle of the Da- 
nube. He did not conceive that Minifters entertained any real 
apprehenfions on the fubje& of the a g grandizement of France, 
as endangering the fecurity of Europe, to which their' inatten- 
tion had been fo notorious, nor did he find any juftifiable caufe 
•for war on this ground. 

The only remaining confideration was upon jhe fubje£t of 
the excluiive navigation of the Scheldt. He had before ftated 
an opinion on the fubjedl of the natural right of the inhabi- 
tants of the banks of rivers to the free ufe and enjoyment of the 
waters of fuch rivers. He begged to relate his opinion ; it 
was comprifcd in the words of that part of the decree of the 
National Convention, which fays, “ That the courfe of rivers 
44 is the.conunon property of all the countries watered by them 
44 that a nation cannot, without injuftice, pretend to the right 
“ of occupying the channel of a river, to prevent the neigh- 
44 bouring nations who occupy the upper banks from enjoying 
“ the fame advantage.” He did not go the length of that de- 
cree in faying that 44 fuch right was revocable at every mo- 
44 ment, and in fpite of all convention for he held that the 
faith of treaties was paramount, and mufl be abided by. The 
right he contended for was antecedent to all treaty, that natu- 
ral right, the nearer to which all treaties came, the nearer they 
were to the principles of jultice. But if he were to fay whence 
the French drew what were now deemed their extravagant no- 
tions on this point, he fhould look to the fubfequent produc- 
tions of a right honourable Member of thatHoufe, (Mr. Burke) 
who had faid, in a celebrated fpeech, that 44 The benefits of 
44 Heaven to any community ought never to be connected with 
44 political arrangements, or made to depend on the perfonal 
44 conduct of princes ; in which the miftake or error, or neg- 
44 le£t or diftrefs, or paffion of a moment, on either fide, may 
44 bring famine on millions, and ruin an innocent nation, 
44 perhaps, for ages. The means of the fubfiftence of man- 
44 kind Ihould be as immutable as the laws of nature, let powfcr 
44 and dominion take what courfe they may. — The ufe of this 
44 river has indeed .been given to the Rajah, &c. — This ufe of 
44 the water , which ought to have no more connection than clouds 
44 and rains and funjhine with the politics of the Rajah , the Na - 
44 J»ob> or the Company , is exprefsly contrived as a means of en- 



A. 1793* DEBATES. 407 

“ forcing demands and arrears of tribute. This horrid and 
‘f unnatural inftrument of extortion had been a diftingui firing 
<f feature in the enormities of the Carnatic politics.” 

Thus had Mr. Burke thought, and thus did think the Na- 
tional Convention ; but he owned that he did not go the 
whole length of their'do&rines. A hard neceflity, indeed, he 
fhould conceive it for Great Britain, to be forced to go to 
war, to maintain to the Dutch the exclufive navigation of the 
Scheldt ; but he had never *faid that he was againfl fupporting 
the faith of treaties, where the caf us foederis was clearly de- 
fined. But was it, in this inftance, a new and unexercifed 
right of nature for which it was contended ? Certainly not. 
Antwerp was a monument of the exercife of that right by her 
inhabitants ; and he was free to fay, that it would give him joy 
to fee die commerce of that once ftourifhing city reftored ; for 
the exclufive navigation of the Scheldt had been * * eftablifhed 
“,-by force, and confented to by weaknefs.” But a neceflary 
preliminary to thefe inveftigations, would have been fome pre- 
cife requifition of the Dutch for the ftipulated afliftance of her 
ally. The Chancellor of the Exchequer had avowed that no 
fuch demand had been made ; and if the Houfe were to judge 
of the difpofitions of the States General by their own decla- 
rations, he believed it would be found that they did not think 
it worth their while to go to war for the maintenance of this 
right. He alluded to the proclamation for a general fall put 
forth by the States General on January 10, in which they de- 
clare, that they are then at peace y and that the ftriit neutrality 
they obferved, had hitherto protected -them from aggrefjion. A 
manifeft token that they did not confider the free navigation of 
the Scheldt, as aflerted by the French, a reafon for going to 
war. If then we did go to war on that ground, we fhould 
force our allies into it, and not ourfelvcs be involved in it by 
the terms of our alliance. 

Mr. Whitbread faid, that having gone through the matter 
contained, in the papers, as far as they related to the probabi- 
lity of peace or war, he could find no juftification of the con- 
duit of Adminiftration. He thought the maintenance of peace, 
confiftently with the dignity, honour, and interefls of this 
country, was perfectly in the power of Miniflers ; but their 
conduit and words denoted war. He had (till, however, a 
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hope of peace remaining ; that hope was founded on the know- 
ledge he had of the character of His Majefty’s prefent fervants. 
He knew that they had the faculty of enlarging or reducing 
objefts precifely to the form in which they w'ifhed to confider 

them. That at one time, the little forfrefs of Oczakow had ■ 

/ 

deranged their balance of power in Europe ; that at another 
the whole kingdom of Poland had been thrown into the fcale 
without making a vibration in their political beam. He knew 
that they had never advanced too far to recede ; that they had 
never threatened too much to retrafl. Their fentiments might ' 
again change. This, he confcfled, was a defperate hope, be- 
caufe it was connected with the reflexion, that the reins of 
Government were in the hands of men fo infuflicicnt, fo ver- 
fatile, and fo weak* He concluded with faying, that he could 
not give his a (Tent to the addrefs, as it then flood. 

Mr. AN STRUTHER viewed the late atrocious acl with the 
utmoft horror, and heartily joined in that part of the addrefs 
which offered their condolence to His Majefly on the mourn- 
ful occaiion. In adverting to the conduct of France, he faid, 
he could not help remarking the difference betwixt that conduct 
when under a monarchy crippled as it was after the King’s ac- 
ceptance of the new Conflitution, and what it now was: 
they had attacked the imperial cities, and had taken Brabant 
into their hands. He then mentioned their communication 
w ith focieties in this country, and their dangerous principles ; 
and faid, that Monffcur Chauvelin, alluding to thofe very fo- 
cieties, had dated in an official paper, that the French had re- 
ceived the Englifh as brothers. As to the decree of the 19th 
of November, which he reprobated in the flronged terms, it 
is faid to have been explained ; but what is the explanation ? — 
Totally unfatisfadlory and inconlident with the decree itfelf. 
It is in fa 61 a declaration againd every exiding Government on 
the earth. With refpe6l to the bufmefs of the Scheldt, he 
proteded in the dronged manner againd the application of 1 ge- 
neral principles againd the faith of treaties. He was glad, 
however, that the grounds of war had been dated on fo broad 
a balis. In* fa6l the French now (ay, that having overturned 
their own old Government, they are not bound by any of its 
treaties ; a principle totally inconfident with every notion of 
juftice, and with the laws and faith of nations. 
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Mr. Anftruther then adverted to the infinite danger to be ap- 
prehended from the propagation of French principles ; but we 
are alked, faid he, whether we can combat principles by the 
fword ; mod certainly, if they are propagated by the fword, 
they mud be flopped by the fword. Honourable gentlemen 
had charged on the Duke of Brunfwick the origin of thle mur- 
ders and maflacres in France : but was it their enemies whom 
the French had murdered? No, it was their' brethren. Sup- 
pofing wars to be carried on with cruelty, there can be no 
comparifon betwixt the two ; befides the manifeflo was never 
intended to be put in execution. He faid, he looked on the 
conduct of France as exprefsly hoflile to this country. They 
had interfered in our internal policy with refped to the alien 
bill ; and in his opinion they ought to league with us in oppofi- 
tion to them. If liberty were of the nature held out by them, 
he would fly, he faid, from the altar of liberty ; and he con- 
cluded with heartily cone irring in the motion for the ad- 
drefs. 

Mr. FOX faid, that although fome words had fallen from 
the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) which might lead 
him to think that war was not abfolutely determined upon, 
yet the general tenor and imprefiion of his fpeech was fuch as 
to induce him to enter fomewhat at large into the fubjeCt — as 
to convince him that there never was a time when the duty, 
not merely to his immediate conftituents, but to the whole 
people of Great Britain, of whom the Members of that Houle 
were individually and collectively the virtual representatives, 
more imperioufly called upon him, and upon every man, to 
(peak out and declare his fentiments frankly and fairly. The 
mifreprefentations and mifconflruCtions of what he and thole 
who thought as he did, had already faid in the. courfe of the 
prefent feifion, left him no room to doubt, that what he now 
mull fay, would be equally, and, perhaps, as fuccefsfully mif- 
reprefented and milconflrued. This only ferved to lheW| 
that they were on a fervice of honour as well as danger ; but 
if mifreprefentation and calumny were to deter him from deli- 
vering opinions becaufe they might be unpopular, from de- 
precating a war with France, as an evil to be avoided by every 
polfible means confident with the honour and fafety of us anjt 
Vol. XXXIV. 3 G 
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our allies, he ihould bafely betray his truft to his conftituents 
and his country. 

The right honourable gentleman had introduced the feveral 
grounds of difpute with France, ably and accurately; but the 
reafons for ‘going to war,' he did not mean to fay for arming, 
had not been very accurately treated. The crimes, the mur- 
ders, and the maffacres that had been committed m France, 
he did not view with fefs horror, he did not confider as lefs 
atrocious than thofe who made them the perpetual theme of 
their declamation, although he put them entirely out of the 
queftion m the prefent debate. The condemnation and exe» 
eution of the King lie pronounced an aft as difgraceful as any 
that htftory recorded ; and whatever opinions he might at any 
time have exprefled in private converfallon, he had exprefled 
none certainly in that Houfe, on the juftice of bringing Kings 
to trial ; revenge being unjuftifiabie, and puniftiment ufelefs, 
where it could not operate either by way of prevention or ex- 
ample, he did not view with lefs deteftation the injultice and 
inhumanity that had been committed towards that unhappy 
monarch. Not only were the rules of criminal juftice, rules 
that more than any other ought to be ftriftly oblervcd ; violat- 
ed with refpeft to him ; not only was he tried and condemned', 
without any exifting law to which he was personally amen- 
able, and even contrary to laws that did a flually exift ; but 
the degrading eircumftanccs ef his imprisonment, the unne- 
ceftary and infnltmg alperity with which he had been treated* 
the total want of republican magnanimity in the whole tranf- 
aftion, (for even in that Houfe it could be no offence to fay, 
that there might be fuch a thing as magnanimity in a Repub- 
lic) added every aggravation to the inhumanity and injufticc. 
Now having (aid all this as the genuine exprellion of his feel- 
ings and his rea-fon, he faw neither propriety nor wifdom in 
that Houfe palling judgement on any aft committed in another 
nation, which had no direft reference to us- The general 
maxim of policy always was, that the crimes perpetrated in 
one independent State were not cognizable by another. Need 
-he remind, the Houle of our former conduct in this refpeft 1 
Had we not treated,- had we not formed alliances with' Portu- 
gal and with Spain, at the very time when thefe kingdoms were 
disgraced and polluted by the woft (hocking and barbarous acts. 
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of fuperftition and cruelty, of racks, torture, and Burning, 
under the abominable tyranny of the inquilition ? Did we 
ever make the fe outrages again ft reafon and humanity a pretext 
for war ? Did we ever inquire how the Princfes with whom 
we had relative interefts either obtained or exercifed their power ? 
Why then were the enormities of the French in their own 
country held up as a caufe of war? Much of thefe enormities 
had boen attributed to the attack of the combined powers ; but 
this he neither considered as an excufe, nor would argue as a 
palliation. If they dreaded, or had felt an attack, to retaliate 
on their fellow citizens, however much fufpefled, was a pro- 
ceeding which jufticc difclaimed ; and he had Battered himfelf, 
that when men were declaiming old, and profefling to adopt 
new principles, thofe of perfecution aud revenge would be the 
fir ft that they would difeard. No man felt greater horror at 
the proceedings of the combined powers than he did. A com- 
bination more dangerous to the tranquillity of Europe and the 
liberties of mankind had never been formed. It had been 
laid, that Auftria was not the aggreflor in the war with France. 
Had thofe, who faid fo, feen the treaty of Pilnitz ? Let them 
look at that treaty, take the golden rule of fuppofing themfelves 
in the lituation of the French, and judging of others as they 
would wilh to be judged, and lay whether or not the French 
had been the aggrdfors. But whatever might be thought of 
Auftria, was the King of Pruflla attacked by France? Wera 
his territories menaced, or his allies infulted ? Had he not 
been completely the aggreffor, he would have called upon u» 
as his allies for fuccour ; no fuch call had ever been heard of ; 
a fufficient proof, if any proof were wanting, that he never 
vonfidered himfelf but as engaging in an offenfive war. What 
were the principles of thefe combined powers ? They faw a 
new form of Government eftablilhing in France, and they 
agreed to invade the kingdom, to mould its Government ac- 
cording to their own caprice, or to reftore the defpotifm which 
the French had overthrown. Was it for the fafety of Englilh 
Jiberty, (liberty that might ftill be mentioned without offence) 
that if we (hould make any change in our form of Govern-', 
ment, or Conftitution, and that change Ihould be difagreeable 
to foreign powers, they Ihould be confidered as having a right 
to combine, and replace whit we had reje&ed, or give us any 
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thing elfe in its room by fire and (Word ? He would not go 
over the atrocious manifeftoes that preceded, or followed the 
inarch of the combined armies ; there was not a man in the 
Houfe, or at leaft but one (Mr. Burke) who would attempt to 
defend them. But.thefe it feemed were not to be executed— 
he hoped they were not ; but the only fecurity he knew of was, 
that thofe who iflucd them had not the means. What Was 
their condu& ? Their mode of railing money was at leaft as 
bad as that with which the French were reproached. The 
French confifcated property where they carried their arms; 
the Duke of Brunfwick took what he wanted, and gave pa- 
pers for it in the name of the unfortunate monarch whom he 
pretended to afiift. He contracted debts in the name of the 
French King, which he knew the French King might nfever 
have the means or the inclination to pay — and this fwindling 
trick, for which any man in this country would have been, 
convicted and puniflied, he continued after he had begun his 
retreat. Yet we flood by and faw all this without alarm, 
certainly without interference. We perceived no danger in 
the fuccefs of defpotifm ; but the moment the oppoftte caufe 
became fuccefsful, our fears were extreme. 

He fhould now (hew, that all the topics to which he had 
adverted, were introduced into the debate to blind the judge- 
ment, by roufing the paffions, and were none of them the juft 
grounds of war. Thefe grounds were three : the danger of 
Holland; the decree of the French Convention of Nov.- 19th; 
and the general danger to Europe from the progrefs of the 
French arms. With refpeCl to Holland, the conduct of Mi- 
nifters afforded a frefh proof of their difingenuoufnefs. They 
could not ftate that the Dutch had called upon us to fulfil the 
terms of our alliance. They were obliged to confefs, that no 
fuch requifition had been made ; but added, that they knew 
the Dutch were very much difpofed to make it. Whatever 
might be the words of the treaty, we were bound in honour, 
by virtue of that treaty, to protcCl the Dutch, if they called 
upon us to do fo, but neither by honour nor the treaty till 
then. The condu&'of the Dutch was very unfortunate upon 
this occafion. In the order for a general faft by the dates, it 
was cxprefsly faid, tl that their neutrality feemed to put them 
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“ in fecurity amidll furrounding armies, and had hitherto ef- 

fedtively protedlcd them from moleftation.” 

This he by no means conftrued into giving up the opening 
of the Scheldt on their part ; but it pretty clearly (hewed, that 
they were not difpofed to make it the caufe of a war, unlefs 
forced to do fo by us. But France had broke faith with the 
Dutch ; was this a caufe for us to go to war ? How long was 
it fince we confidered a circumftance tending to diminifh the 
good under (landing between France and Holland, as a misfor- 
tune to this country ! The plain (late of the matter was, that 
we were bound to fave Holland from war, or by war if called 
upon ; and that to force the Dutch into a war at fo much pe- 
ril to them, which they faw and dreaded, was not to fulfil, 
but to abufe the treaty. Hence he complained of the difinge- 
nuous conduct of Minifters, in imputing that to the Dutch, 
which the Dutch wifhed to avoid. 

The decree of the 19th of November he confidered as an 
infult; and the explanation of the executive Council as no 
adequate fatisfa&ion ; but the explanation (hewed that the 
French were not difpofed to infift upon that decree, and that 
they were inclined to peace ; and then our Minifters, with 
haughtinefs unexampled, told them, they had infulted us, 
but refufed to tell them th$ nature of the fatisfa&ion that we 
required. It was faid we muft have fecurity ; and - he was 
ready to admit that neither a difavowal by the executive Coun- 
cil of France, nor a tacit repeal by the Convention, on the in- 
timation of an unacknowledged agent, of a decree, which they 
might renew the day after they repealed it, would be a fuffi- 
cient fecurity. But at lead we ought to tell them what we 
meant by fecurity, for it was the extreme of arrogance to com- 
plain of infult without deigning to explain what reparation we 
required : and he feared an indefinite term was here employed, 
not for the purpofe of obtaining, but of precluding fat isf action. 
Next it was faid, they muft withdraw their troops from the 
Auftrian Netherlands, before we could be fatisfied. Were 
We then come to that pitch of infolence as to fay to France, 
“ you have conquered part of an enemy’s territory who made 
** war upon you, we will not interfere to make peace, but 
“ we require you to abandon the advantages you have gained, 
**• while he is preparing to attack you anew,” Was this thp 
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neutrality we meant to hold out to Francs ? “ If you are in* 

** vaded and beaten, we will be quiet fpedators; but if you 
“ hurt your enemy, if you enter his territory, we declare 
** againft you.” If the invafion of the Netherlands was what 
now alarmed us, and that it ought to alarm us if the refult was 
to make the country an appendage to France, there could be 
no doubt, we ought to have interpofed to prevent it in the 
very firft indance \ for it was the natural, confequcncc which 
every man forefaw of a war between France and Auftria. — 
The French now faid, they would evacuate the country at the 
conclufion of the war, and when its liberties were eftablilhed. 
Was this fufficient? By no means : but we ought to tell them 
what we would deem fufficient, in dead of faying to them, as 
we were now faying, “ this is an aggravation, this is nothing, 
€t and this is inefficient.” That war was unjuft which told 
not an enemy the ground of provocation, and the mcafure of 
atonement^ it was as impolitic as unjuft, for without the ob- 
ject of conteft, clearly and definitively Hated, what opening 
could there be for treating of peace ? Before going to war with 
France, furcly the people, who tnuft pay and mud fuffer, 
ought to be informed on what object they were to fix their hopes 
for its honourable termination. After five or fix years war, 
the French might agree to evacuate the Netherlands as the 
price of peace ; was it clear that they, would not do fo now, 
if we would condcfcend to propofe it in intelligible terms ? 

. Surely in fuch an alterative, the experiment was worth trying : 
but then we had no fecurity againft the French principles. — 
What fecurity would they be able to give us after a war which 
they could not give now ? 

With refpedfc to the general danger of Europe, the fame ar- 
guments applied, and to the fame extent. To the general fi- 
tuation and fecurity of Europe, we had been fo fcandaloufly 
inattentive ; we had feen the entire conqueft of Poland, and 
the invafion of France, with fuch marked indifference, that it 
would be difficult now to take it up with the grace of fincerity \ 
but even this would be better provided for, by propofing terms 
before going to war. 

He had thus fliewn that none of the profeffed caufes were 
grounds for going to war. What then remained but the in* 
%erna] government . of France, always difovowed, but ever kept 
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in mind, and conftantly mentioned ? The definition of that 
. Government was the avowed obje£l of the combined powers 
whom it was hoped we were to join ; and we could not join 
them heartily if our obje£l were one thing while theirs was 
another, for in that cafe the party whofe obje£t was firft ob- 
tained might naturally be expelled to make feparate terms, 
and there could be no cordiality nor confidence. To this then 
we came at lad, that we were afliamei to own engaging to aid 
the reftoration of dcfpotifm, and collufively fought pretexts in 
.the Scheldt and the Netherlands. Such would be the real 
caufe of the war, if war we were to have — a war, which he 
traded, he fhould foon fee as. generally execrated, as it was 
now thought to be popular. He knew, that for this wifli, he 
fhould be repxefcnted as holding up the internal Government of 
France as an object for imitation. He thought the prefent 
date of Government in France nothing lefts; hut he main- 
tained as a principle inviolable, that the Government of every 
independent date was to be fettled by thofe who were to live 
under it, and not by foreign force. The conduct of the French 
in the Nethrlands, was the fame with fuch a war, as he was 
now deprecating, and might be an omen of its fuccefs. It 
was a war of pikes and bayonets, againd opinions ; it was the 
tyranny of giving liberty by compuliion; it was an attempt to 
introduce a fydem. among a people by force, which the more it 
was forced upon them, the more they abhorred. The French 
appeared lefs moderate, from pretending to be more fo, than 
other nations ; by overturning the ancient Government, and 
impofing theories of their own, on a people who difliked 
them, while they pretended to liberate, indead of uling their 
right of conquell. But was this fuch a crime in the eyes of 
Europe r As was faid of the woman caught in adultery, 
which of the Courts, would that of London 01 -Berlin call 
the firddone? The dates of Brabant, they were told, had, 
pafta Convent a, a legal and free Government of their owu. 
But were the States free under the Houfe of Audria, under 
Jofeph, Leopold, or Francis r O yes ! , for when Dumourier 
was triumphantly entering BrulTels, and the Auilrian Gover- 
nors making their efcape at a podern, they fentback a decla- 
ration to the States,, redoring their Magna Charta, the Jojeufe 
Entree, which had been the perpetual fuhje& qf difpute with 
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their Sovereign, and which all their remonftrances could never 
obtain before. This was the Government that a£ted with 
fuch honour to its fubjedls, and put the French to (hame. He 
feared that if they were to examine the conduct of foreign 
powers, in point of honour and good faith, they mud be com- 
pelled to fpeak lefs civilly of them than policy would di&ate. 
Why, then, had he touced upon it ? Becaufe the condu& of 
France was perpetually introduced to inflame and delude, and 
it was his duty to difpel the delufion, by (hewing that it was 
tiot more exceptionable than that of its neighbours. 

In all decilions on peace or war, it was important to confi- 
dcr what we might lofe, and what we could gain. On the 
one hand, extenfton of territory was neither expected nor eli- 
gible. On the other, although he feared not the threat of the 
French marine Minifter, would any man fay that our ally 
might not fuffer ; that the events of war might not produce a 
change in the internal (late of Holland, and in the (ituation of 
the Stadtholder, too affli&ing for him to anticipate. In 
weighing the probable danger, every confideration ought to be 
put into the fcale. Was the (late of Ireland fuch as to make 
war defirable ^ That was a fubje£l which had been faid 
by fome honourable gentlemen to be too delicate to be touch- 
ed upon ; but he approved not of that delicacy which taught 
men to (hut their eyes to danger. The (late of Ireland he was 
not afraid to mention. He thought it both promifing and 
alarming; promifing, becaufe the Government of this coun- 
try had forced the Government of that to an acknowledgement 
of the undoubted rights of a great majority of the people of 
Ireland, after having in a former fefTion treated their humble 
petition with contempt, and in thefummer endeavoured to dir 
up the Protedants againd the Catholics ; alarming, becaufe 
the grofs mi&onduiSt of Adminillration had brought the Go- 
vernment, and the Legidature into contempt in the eyes of the 
people. Here he called on his right honourable friend (Mr. 
Windham) who had given the aid of his great talents, as Sc-, 
cretary in Ireland, to an adminillration with which he had 
the honour of being connected, on the fame principle on which ' 
he had declared, that he would fupport Miniders when they 
had done mifehief enough to be formidable, when they brought 
the country into a (ituation fufficiently perilous, to accept o£ 
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the fame fituation again, and avert the danger which they had 
created. He hoped the plan to be purfued would be concilia- 
tory, that conceffion to the claims of the people would bfe 
deemed wifdom, and the time of danger the fit time for re- 
form ; in fhort, in every thing contrary to the declarations of 
the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) here. 

The people of this country loved their Conftitution. They 
had experienced its benefits; they were attached to it from 
habit. Why put their love to any unneceflary teft ? That 
love by being tried could not be ihadc greater, nor would the^ 
frefh burdens and taxes, which war muff occafion, more en- 
dear it to their affeCf ion. If there were any danger from French 
principles, to go to war without neceflity, was to fight for 
their propagation. 

On thefe principles as reprobated in the propofed addrefs he 
would freely give his opinion. It was not the principles that 
were bad and to be reprobated, but the abufe of them. From 
the abufe, not the principles, had flowed all the evils that af- 
flicted France. The ufe of the word equality by the French 
was deemed highly objectionable. When taken as they meant 
it, nothing was more innocent ; for what did they fay, “ all 
“ men are equal in rcfpeCt of their rights.” To this he af- 
fented ; all men had equal rights, equal rights to unequal 
things; one man to a (hilling, another to a thoufand pounds; 
one man to a cottage, another to a palace ; but the right in 
both was the fame; an equal right of enjoying, an equal right 
of inheriting or acquiring, and of poflefling inheritance or ac- 
quifition. 

The effeCl of the propofed addrefs was to condemn, not the 
abufe of, thofe principles, (and the French had much abufed 
them) but the principles themfelves. To this he could not af- 
fent, for they were the principles on which all juft and equUr 
table Government was founded. He had already differed fuf- 
ficieptly with a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) on 
this fubjed, not to wifh to provoke arty frefh difference ;‘ but 
even againft fo great an authority he mud fay, that the people 
are the fovereigns in every State ; that they have a right to 
change the form of their government, and a right to caihier 
their Governors for mifconduCt, as the people of this country 
cafhiered James II., not by a Parliament, or any regular form 
Vol. XXXIV. * 1HT 
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known to the conftitution, but by a Convention fpeaking the 
fenfe of the People ; that Convention produced a Parliament 
a King. They cle&ed William to a vacant throne, not 
only fetting afide James, whom they had . juAly cadiiered for 
mifcondu£t, but his innocent fon. Again, they elected the 
Houfe of Brunfwick, not individually, but by dynafty ; and 
that dynafty to continue while the terms and conditions on 
which it was elected are fulfilled, and no longer. He could 
not admit the right to do all this but by acknowledging the fo- 
vercignty of the people as paramount to all other laws. But it 
was laid, that although we had ouce exercifed this power, we 

had in the very a«ft of excrcifing it, renounced it for ever. 

We bad neither renounced it, nor, if we had been fo difpofed, 
was fuch a renunciation in our power. We ele&ed firft an 
individual, then a dynafty, and Iaftly palled an aift of Parlia- 
ment, in the reign of Queen Anne, declaring it to be the right 
of the people of this realm to do fo again without even af- 
figning a reafon. If there were any perfons among us, who 
doubted the fuperior wifdom of our monarchical form of Go- 
vernment, their error was owing to thofe who changed its 
ftrong and irrefragable foundation in the right and choice of 
the people, to a more flimfy ground of title. Thofe who pro- 
pofed repelling opinions by force, the example of the French 
in the Netherlands, might teach the impotence of power to 
repel, or to introduce. But how was a war to operate in 
keeping opinions fuppofed dangerous out of this country ? It 
was not furely meant to beat the French out of their own opi- 
nions; and opinions were not like commodities, the importa- 
tion of ’which from France, war would prevent. War, it 
was to be lamented, was a pa (lion inherent in the nature of 
man ; and it was curious to obferve, what at various periods 
had been the various pretences. In ancient times wars were 
made for conqueft. To thefc fucceeded wars for religion, 
and the opinions of Luther and of Calvin were attacked with 
all the fury of fuperftition and of power. The next pretext 
wat commerce ; and it would probably be allowed that no na- 
tion that made war for commerce ever found the object ac- 
complilhed on concluding peace. Now we were to make 
war about opinions ; what was this but recurring again to aa 
exploded caufe, for a war about principles in religion, w^s as 
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Much si 'Marabout opinions, as a war about principles in poli- 
tics. In the excellent fet Of papers alluded to by the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, (Mr. Pitt) and which he had no doubt had 
been liberally diftributed to the gentlemen who had lately got 
lb many flew lights on the French affairs, the atheiftical fpeech 
of Dupont in the Convention was quoted. Did they believe 
all the French to be atheifts and unbelievers on account of that 
fpeech? If they did fo believe, there would certainly be no 
rcaion to complain of them for want of faith. But admitting 
that the French were all atheifts,' were we going to war with 
them ihorder to propagate the Chriftian religion by means con- 
trary to the precepts of Chrift r THe juftifiable grounds of 
war were infult, injury, or danger. For the firft, fatisfaCtion J 
for the fecond, reparation ; for the third, fecurity was the objeCL 
Each of thefe, too, was the proper objeCl of negociation, 
which ought ever to precede war, except in cafe of an attack 
actually commenced. How had we negociated ? Not in any 
public or fufheient form, a mode which he fufpefted, and la- 
mented, by his propofmg it had been prevented. A noble 
.Lord (Beauchamp) had faid that he thought it his duty not to 
conceal his opinions on fo important an occafion, by abfence 
or by filence ; formerly the noble Lord did not think abfence 
fo great a crime. During the nine unfortunate years that he 
had maintained the fame political connections with him (Mr. 
Fox) the noble Lord’s attendance had not been very afliduous ; 
and he rejoiced to hear that the noble Lord meant now to com- 
penfate for part omiflions by future diligence. When the 
triple league was formed to check the ambition of Louis the 
Fourteenth, the contracting parties did not deal fo rigoroufly by 
him, as we were now told it was eflential to the peace of Eu- 
rope that we fhould deal by the French. They never told' 
Louis that he muft renounce all his conquefts in order to ob- 
tain peace. But theri it was faid to be our duty to hate the 
French for the part they took in the American war. He had 
heard of a duty to love, but a duty to hate was new to him'. 
That duty, however, ought to direCt our hatred to the oldGo- 
vernment of France ; not to the new, which had- no hand in 
the provocation. Unfortunately the new French Government 
was admitted to be the fuCceffor of the old in nothing but its 
faults and its^offences. It was a fucOoffor to be hated and to 
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war againd ; but if was not a fucceflbr to be negoeiated With. 
He feared, however, that war would be the refult, and front 
war, apprehending greater evils than he' durd name, he ffaould 
have fhrunk from his duty if he had not endeavoured to obtain 
an exposition of the didinCl caufes : of all wars, he dreaded 
that the moll which had no definite object, becaufe of fuch a 
war it was impoflible to fee the end- Our war with America 
had a definite objcCl, an unjud one indeed, but dill definite ; 
and after wading through years on years of expence and 
blood, after exhauding invectives and terms of contempt on 
the vagrant Congrefs, one Adams, one Walhington, See. See., 
we were compelled at lad to treat with this very Congrefs, and 
thofe very men. The Americans, to the honour of their cha- 
racter, committed no fuch horrid ads as had difgraccd the 
French ; but we were as liberal of our obloquy to the former 
then as to the latter now. If we did but know for what we 
were to fight, we might look forward with confidence, and 
exert ourfelves with unanimity; but while kept thus in the 
dark., how many might there be who would believe that we 
were fighting the battles of dcfpotifm. To undeceive thofe 
who might fail into this unhappy delufion, it would be no de- 
rogation from the dignity of office to grant an explanation. 
If the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) would but yet 
Eonfider — if he would but kvc the country from a war — above 
■all, a war of opinion, however inconfident with his former 
<decla rat ions his meafures might be, ho would gladly confent 
to give him a. general indemnity for the whole, and even a vote 
of thanks. Let not the fatal opinion go abroad, that Kings 
-bad an iutered different from that of their fubjeds ; that be- 
tween thofe who had property and thofe who had none there 
was not a common caufe and common feeling. 

lie knew that hq himfelf lhould now be reprefented the 
partisan of France, as lie had been formerly reprefented the 
partizan of America. He was no dranger to the indudry with 
which thefe and other calumnies were circulated againd him, 
and therefore he was not furprifed ; but he really was furprifed 
to find that he could not walk the ilreets without hearing whif- 
pers that he and fome of his friends had been engaged in. im- 
proper correfpondence with perfons in France* If there were 
any foundation/ for fucb a charge,- the fourcc of the inform** 
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ttdn could be mentioned ; if it were true, it was capable of 
proof. If an J man believed this, he called upon him to ftate 
the reafons of his belief. If any man had proofs, he chal- 
lenged him to produce them. But to what was this owing ? 
The People had been told by their reprefentatives in Parlia- 
ment that they were furrounded with clangers, and had been 
(hewn none. They were, therefore, full of fufpicion, and 
prompt of belief. - All this had a material tendency to impede 
freedom of difcuflion, Sox men Would fpeak with referve, or 
not fpeak at all, under the terror of calumny. But he found 
by a letter in a newfpaper, from Mr. Law, that he lived in a 
town where a fet, of men aifociated, and calling themfelves 
gentlemen, (Mr. Reeves’s Aflociation, Crown and Anchor) 
not only received anonymous letters refle&ing on individuals, 
but correlponded with the writers of fuch letters, and even 
fometimcs tranfmitted their (landers to the Secretary of. State* 
He could not be much lurprifed at any afperfion on his cha- 
racter, knowing this ; and therefore he hoped the Houfe would 
give him the credit of being innocent till an open charge was 
made ; and that if any man heard improper correfpondence 
imputed to him in private, he would believe that he heard a> 
falfehood, which he who, circulated it in fecret dqrft not fpeak 
in public. 

Mr. WINDHAM replied to Mr. Fox. He agreed that 
in all probability France had no wilh at this moment to go to 
War with this country, as tliey were not yet ready to do fo ; 
their objeCl feemed to be to take all Europe in detail, and we 
might be referved for the lafl. It had been faid, that no fpe- 
cific objeCl had been held out for which this country fliould go 
to war ; nor in his opinion could it always happen, that, pre- 
vious to entering upon a war, the precife objedt which was to 
lead to its termination fliould be dillinCUy known. At prefent , 
we go to war for the fecurity of this country, to attain which v 
would be the objedt of the war, though it might be impofliblc 
to fay how or when that was to be obtained : in the fame way* 
when a perfon is attacked by a ruffian, the object is to efcape, 
though it may be uncertain by what means that may be ac- 
Compliihed. In his opinion, from the prefent declared difpo- 
fltions of the French, war was inevitable, and the only . choice 
left us was the time, and he thought it by no. means prudent to 
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wait till they were ready to attack ui. He conceived the 
French ' to be a&uated by' as great a fpirit of conqueft at pre- 
fent as they had ever been. War might, no doubt, occaflon 
forte difeontents in this country ; but impreffed, as he was r 
that war was abfolutely inevitable, neither that confideration, 
nor the calamities npceffarily attending it, and which were al- 
ways much to be regretted, bore at all upon his mind. His 
opinion of the views of the French, founded upon the whole 
tenor of their conduct for the lad three or four years, could 
hardly be changed by any argument ; and from thence con<- 
eeiving it impofllble that war could be avoided, he thought is 
fhould be undertaken when it might probably he mod effec- 
tually carried on ; negotiation might, no doubt, be tried, but 
he had no hope that it would do any good. 

Mr. Windham then proceeded to date ftrongly his ideas of 
the great- danger of the propagation of French principles, and 
agreed entirely with his honourable friend (Mr. Anftruther) 
that opinions and principles, fupported and propagated by 
arms, behoved to be oppofed by arms. In his idea, the con- 
queft of Britain by Louis XVI. would by no means have been 
a calamity equal to the propagation of French principles. In 
the one cafe, our perfons might perhaps have been fafe ; all 
morality, order, and religion, would be totally overthrown in 
the other. This would be a war pro arts & focis to the greated 
extent. 

In refpeft to the principle of interfering in the affairs of 
other countries, particular rules mud govern particular cafes. 
In Queen Elizabeth’s time this country interfered in the af- 
fairs of Holland, and other in dances had occurred ; and 
France itfelf was at prefent interfering ia every country into 
which (he can force admiflion. 

With refpe£t to the Duke of Brunfwick’s expedition, which 
had been called the caufe of dfefpots, he confeffed he had wilhed 
diem fuccefs, from the belief that the evil which that expedition 
was undertaken to remove was greater than any which could 
be apprehended from its fuccefs. He faid, he could by no 
means join with his right honourable friend (Mr. Fox) in hi» 
approbation of French principles, confidered abftra&edly, for 
they appeared to him as falfe in theory as in practice. As to 
die term equality and equal rights, in his opinion, it was cu- 
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rious to fee a writer on thjrt fubjeCt ftruggling with a definition 
bf equality — only perplexing the matter farther by calling it 
equality of rights, and obliged to give a commentary as large 
as a pamphlet before he could fo define it as to make it capa- 
ble either of a (Tent or diflent. Upon what had been faid as to 
die fbvereignty of the people, he fhould at prefent enter no 
farther into the difcuftion than to enter his p rote ft againft the 
do&rine that the people, or a majority, have a right to make 
and unmake governments according to their caprice; though 
he admitted that it was a general fubjeCt of intricate and im- 
portant difcuflion. 

France had an hatred to this country, Mr. Windham ob- 
fcrved, not on account of ancient rivalry, but becaufe our 
Conftitution is a perpetual contradiction to their Government. 
Who, he alked, ever ex pe died advantages from war? But 
great as is the evil of war, he obferved, there mull even be 
ibmething greater, namely, the occafion of it. As to the idea 
that nothing but extirpation coOld effcCt the moft defirable ob- 
ject of the war, that was viewing the matter in too dreadful a 
light : it would furely not be furprifing if a people, who had 
of late fo often changed their opinion, fhould be brought again 
to alter it, and to adopt rentiments more confiftent with the 
good order of ail governments, and the general tranquillity of 
Europe, as well as more conducive to their own happinefs. 

Lord WILLIAM RUSSELL faid, that, although he had 
felt the greateft indignation and horror at the late proceedings 
in France, and moft fincerely commiferated the fate of the 
late unfortunate King of that country, yet, notwithftanding, 
he had heard nothing to convince him of the neceftity or po- 
licy of a war, or to induce him to give his vote for the addrefs. 

The queftion was then put on the motion for the addrefs, 
and carried without a divifton. — The Houfe adjourned. 


Monday , 4 th February . 

A number of private petitions were brought up and read. 

Read a fecond time the Mutiny bill. 

Major MAITLAND gave notice that he meant, on an 
early day, to fubmit to the Houfe a motion relative to the Iorig 
depending impeachment of Mr. Haftings. He certainly had 
ap intention to throw the fmalleft reflection on the proceedings 
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of that Houfe, on the conduct of its Managers, or on the 
Houfeof Lords; but, from the unjuftifiable length of time 
which the proceedings on that impeachment had already taken 
up, he wifhed to fubmit to. the confideration of the Houle 
fame propofition which, by a conference with the Lords, or in 
tome other way* might lead to facilitate the termination of the 
buflneGs, and in which he hoped to meet the unanimous con- 
currence of the Houfe. - 

Mr. GREY moved, “ that an humble add refs be prefented 
“ to His Majefty, that he would be gracioufly p leafed to give 
44 directions that there be laid before this Houfe the copy of a 
<4 _ declaration made by Lord Auckland, His Majefty’s Ambaf- 
“ fador at the Hague, to the States General of the United 
“ Provinces, on the 13th of November, 1792.” Ordered. 

Alfo a fimilar addrefs, “ requefting His Majefty to give di- 
** reCkions that there be laid before this Houfe the copy of a 
44 memorial prefented by Lord Auckland to the States Gene- 
44 ral on the 5th of January, 1793.” Ordered. 

Lord PARKER reported that His Majefty had been waited 
upon with the addrefs of the Houfe of laft Friday, and had 
gracioufly fignified his approbation of the fame. 

Mr. Ramfay, from the Eaft-India Houfe, prefented the 
various papers moved for by Mr. Secretary Dundas, as to the 
debts of the Eaft-India Company and their aflets, &c., which 
were ordered to be printed. 

The order of the day having been read, that the Houfe 
Ihould refolve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Houfe to 
confidcr farther of the fupply, the Speaker left the chair, and 
Mr. Hobart took his feSt at the tabic. 

.1*' 

Lord ARDEN moved, * 4 that an additional number of 
44 20,000 men be .granted to His Majefty for the fea fervice 
44 for the year 1793, including a proportionable number of 
44 marines.” 

Sir JOHN JERVIS faid, he by no means meant to make 
any oppofltion to the motion ; but that he thought it his duty 
to fubmit to the Houfe the great hardfliip which the officers, in 
the navy laboured under, from its being generally twelve 
tnohths at leaft after receiving their commiffions before they 
could procure their fubliftence money, by which means they 
were l»k1 under the oeceflity of borrowing money at five pf* ' 
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cent, intereft, and of infuring their lives .at a high premium, 
-which often led them into great difficulties, and feldom left 
them much to themfelves when their pay came to be received. 
This was an evil and inconvenience which every gentleman 
would admit to be of the higheft importance, and he hoped 
fomc means of remedying it would be adopted. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, it could not be expc&ed 
that he Ihould be ready at the moment to fay any thing fpecific 
upon this fubjedt. On the one hand, it was abfolutely necef- 
fary to fix checks for the purpofe of preventing frauds on Go- 
vernment ; but, confident with that obje£t, it was certainly 
extremely defirable, and was very much his wiffi, that every 
accommodation fliould be afforded, in this refpefl, to the gen- 
tlemen both in the navy and army. He faid he would un- 
doubtedly make an immedia'te inquiry into the bufinefs, and 
fo far as it appeared to him that this object could be forward-- 
cd, either by his exertions in an official capacity, or by the re- 
gulation of an a& of Parliament, it fliould have his utmoft 
fupport. 

The motion for granting an additional number of fearnen 
was then put and carried. 

Lord ARDEN then moved, “ that a fum, not pxceedirtg 
“ 4I. per man per month, be granted to His Majefty for 
“ thirteen months.” Carried. 

The Houfe being then refumed, the report was ordered to 
be received to-morrow, and the Committee of Supply ad- 
journed till Wednefday. 

A new writ was ordered to be iflued for the election of a 
burgefs for the borough of Newport, in the room of Lord 
Vifcount Melbourne, who has accepted the office of Stewad 
of the three Chiltern Hundreds. 

Mt. FOX gave notice, that on Thurfday next he would 
bring forward a motion on the date of this country, relative to 
the impending war. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

*Tuefday y 5 th February. 

This being a ballot day, and there not being prelent an hun- 
dred Members to make a Houfe, an adjournment took place. 

Vol. XXXIV. - - * 



PARLIAMENTARY 


426 


A. 1793. 


' Memorial prefented by Lord Auckland, His Britannic Ma- 

jefty’s Minifter at the Hague, to Their High Mightinefies 

the States General. 

•> 

High and Mighty Lords, 

* 

THE under-fipned Ambaffador Extraordinary and Plcnipo- • 
tentiary of His B.i tannic Majdty takes the earlieft opportu- 
nity, in confluence of the expvefs orders of the King, to lay 
before your High Miglninehes copies of all the papers which 
have been exchanged, lince the 27th of December Iaft to the 
20th. of this month, between Lord Grenville, Secretary of 
State to His Majefty, and M. Chauvelin. 

The King, High and Mighty' Lords, is firmly perfuaded, 
that the fentiments and principles expreffed by Great Britain 
are perfectly conformable to thole which animate your Repub- 
lic, and that your High Mightinefies are difpofed fully to 
concur in the meafurcs •yvhich the prefent crifis demands, and 
which are a nece'lary confequence of thefe fentiments and 
principles. 

The circumftances which have led to this crifis are too re- 
cent, and the conduct of the King too well known, for the 
under-figned to have oecafion here to enter into any long de- 
tail. It is not quite four years lince certain mifereants, af- 
fuming the name of phiiofophers, have prefumed to think 
themfelves capable of eltab’ilhing a new fyftem of-civil -fociety. 
In order to realize this dream, the offspring of vanity, it be- 
came ncceflkry for them to overturn and dettroy all eltablilhed 
notions ol fubordinatinn, of morals, and of religion, which 
had hitherto con iti tutu! the fecurity, the happinefs, and the 
confolation of mankind. Thele dtlfru£live projects have but 
_too well fuccced ri ; but the effects of tin; new fyitcm which 
they wifhed to introduce have only ferved to demonflrate the 
folly and wk Kuhv'fs of its authors. The events that have 
fince fo rapidly followed, furpafs, in atrocity, all that has hi- 
therto fuliied d»e page of hin.-ry. Property, liberty, fecurity, 
and even life u'eif, have been the Iport of this unbridled 
jphrenzy of the paflions, o) this fpirit of rapine, of hatred, 
and 01 the mod ciuei .nd unnatural ambition. The annals of 
mankind cannot preftnt a period in which, in fo (hort a fpace, 
fo many crimes have been committed*, fo many misfortunes 
produced, and fo many tears filed : in a word,, at this very 
moment thefe horrors appear to have attained their utmolfc 
height. 

During all this time, the King, furrounded by his People, 
who enjoyed, under the favour of Providence, a degree of 
profpewty without example, could not behold the misfortunes 
of others without the ilrongeft emotions of pity and indigna- 
1 
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tion ; but, faithful to his principles. His Majefty has never 
permitted himfelf to interfere in the internal affairs of a foreign 
nation ; he has never departed from that fyftem of, neutrality 
'which he had adopted. 

This conduct (which the King has feen with fatisfa&ion to 
have been equally obferved by \ our High Mightinefles), the 
good faith of which all Europe has acknowledged, and which 
ought to have been refpedted on many other accounts, has not 
been fufficient to fecure His Majefty, his people, and the Re- 

f mblic, from the mod dangerous, and the moll criminal'con- 
piracies. 

For feveral months part, projects of ambition and aggran- 
dizement, dangerous to the tranquillity and the fecurity of all 
Europe, have been openly avowed ; attempts have been mad 
to fpread throughout England and this country maxims fubver- 
five of all focial order, and they have not fcruplcd to give to 
thefe deteftable attempts the name of a Revolutionary Power. 
Ancient and folemn treaties, guaranteed by the King, have 
been infringed, and the rights and territory of the Republic 
have been violated. His Majefty has therefore, in his wifdom, 
judged it necell'ary to make preparations p: oporticned to the na- ' 
ture of the circumftances. The King h.-.s confulted i>is Parlia- 
ment ; and the meafures which His Majefty had thought fit to 
take, have been received with the mnt lively a id unanimous 
approbation of a People who abhor anarchy and indigion, who 
love their King, and will maintain their conftitution. 

Such, High and Mighty Lords, are the mo lives of a conduct, 
the wifdom and equity of which have hitherto infured to the 
King your concert and co-operation. 

His Majefty, in all that he has done, has ever been vigilant 
in the fupport of the rights and the fecurity of the United Pro- 
vinces. The Declaration which the undcr-figned had the ho- 
nour tQ deliver to Your High Might indies on the 13th of No- 
vember laft, and the arrival of a f'mall fquadron deftined to pro- 
tect the coafts of the Republic, until their own maritime force 
fhould be allembled, are ftrong proofs of this fa 61. Your High 
Mightinelles have' witnefled this difpofition of the King, in 
every thing which His Majefty has hitherto done — You will 
not be lefs feniible of it in the meafures which are now prepar- 
ing. In confeqnence His Majefty is perfuaded that he ihall 
continue to experience, on the part of Your High Mighti- 
nefies, a perfe6t conformity of principles and condu6l. This 
conformity can alone give to the united efforts of the two 
countries, the energy neceflary for their common defence ; to 
oppofe a barrier to thofe evils with which Europe is menaced, 
ana to preferve, againft every attempt, the fecurity, the tran- 
quillity, and the independence of a State, the happmefs. of 
Which your High Mightinelles enfure by the; wifdom and firm- 
nhfs of your Government. 

Done at the Hague, the 25th 'Jan. 1793. 
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Tuefday , 5 th, to Saturday, <)th February , inclujive. 

There not being, on any of thofe days, an hundred Mem- 
bers prefent at four o'clock, to make a ballot, an adjournment 
of cpurfe took place. 

Monday, 11 th February. 

Mr. M. A. TAYLOR gave notice, that on Monday next 
he would make a motion reflecting the barracks .ere&ing in 
the interior parts of this kingdom. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS brought up the following Mef- 
fage from His Majefty, which was read by the Speaker : 

G. R. 

HIS Majcjly thinks proper to acquaint the Houfe of Commons, 
that the Affcmbly now excrcljing the powers of Government in 
France, have, without previous notice , directed alls of hojlility 
to be committed againjl the per fans and property of His Majefifs 
fubjctls, in breach of the law of nations , and of the mojl pojitive 
Jllpulations of treaty ; and have Jince, on the mojl groundlefs pre- 
tences, allually declared war againjl His Majejly and the United 
Provinces. Under the circumjlanccs of this wanton and unpro- 
voked aggreffion, His Majcjly has taken the necejjary Jleps to main- 
tain the honour of his crown, and to vindicate the rights of his 
people ; and His Majejly t dies with confidence on the firm and 
effeliual fupport of the Houfe of Commons, and on the zealous ex- 
ertions of a brave and loyal people , in profecuting a jujl and tit- 
cejfary war ; and in endeavouring , under the blcjfing of Provi- 
dence, to oppofe an effectual barrier to the farther progrefs of a 
fyjlem which Jlrikes at the fecurity and peace of all independent na- 
tions, and is purjued in open defiance of every principle of mode- 
ration, good faith, humanity, and jujlicc. 

In a caufe o f fuch general concern. His Majejly has every rea - 
fon to hope for the cordial co-operation of thofe Powers who are 
united with His Majejly by the ties oj alliance, or who feel an in- 
ter ejl in preventing the extenjion of anarchy and tonfujion, and in 
contributing to the fecurity and tranquillity of Europe, 

G. R. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS then moved, that the Houfe lhould 
enter on the consideration of His Majefty’s meflage- to-morrow. 
Agreed to. 
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Lord PARKER attended to inform the Houle, that His 
Majefty had, in conformity to the requifition of that Houfe, 
ordered certain papers (moved for by Mr. Grey) to be laid be- 
fore the Houfe. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS brought up two Memorials from 
Lord Auckland to the States General. Ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Sir GEORGE YONGE brought up the accounts from the 
War Office, which he moved to refer to the Committee of 
Supply on Friday. Ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MARTIN begged leave to call the attention of the 
Houfe to thefituation of the French laity and clergy who had 
taken refuge in this country, and had no other fupport than 
that which they derived from the humanity of the nation. He 
underftood that the fund for their relief was nearly exhaufted, 
and that the one w’hich was deftined for the fubfiftence of the 
clergy in particular, would be completely expended by the end 
of the next month, unlcfs fome means fliould in the interim 
be deviled for railing a frefli lupply. It had been fuggefted to 
him, that to this end, it would be a very proper meafure to 
move the Houfe to addrefs His Majefty to grant a brief for 
making collections in the different churches of the kingdom.. 
He was informed, that in England and Wales there were 
about 9200 places ofworfhip belonging to the eftablifh merit, 
and about 700 belonging to Diflenters ; in all near 10,000 ; it 
was not too much, he hoped, to expedl, that by means of the 
King’s brief 40 (hillings might be raffed in each ; and thus a 
eonfiderable fupply might be procured, which would fuffice for 
fome time for the fupport of the unfortunate men in whofe fa- 
vour he was fpeaking, or enable Government to fettle them in 
fuch places as it might be deemed molt expedient. Perhaps 
, it might be advileable to addrefs the Crown to grant them fome 
temporary relief. For his part, all he wanted was, to fulfil 
the offices of humanity to fellow creatures in diftrefs ; and he 
would very willingly refign the talk he had undertaken into the 
hands of others, who were better qualified than he was to per- 
form it with mod effeft. But if no one elfe would take up the 
bufinefs, he gave notice that he would, on a future day, make 
a motion on the fubjeft, which he had then fuggefted to the 
Houfe. 
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Mr. WltBERFORCE faid that, with the leave of the 
Houle, he would poftpone till Friday the motion which he 
intended to fubmit to their confideratibn on the fubjeCt of the 
ilave trade. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that from the importance of 
the information communicated to the Houle by His Majefty’s 
mefiage, gentlemen behoved to feel how very matjerial it was 
that nothing Ihould be allowed to prevent the immediate con- 
lideration of it ; he therefore moved, “ That the ballot for a 
“ Committee to try the merits of the election for PontefraCt, 
“ which Hood for to-morrow, Ihould be poftponed till Thurf- 
4t day ; and that all the other ballots Ihould be put off for two 
“ days beyond the times for which they were now fixed and 
they were poftponed accordingly. 

Mr. HOBART brought up the report of the Committee of 
Supply, “ That an additional number of 20,000 men be 

granted to HisMajefty for thefea fcrvicc for the year 1 793^ 
** including a proportionable number of marines, in addition 
“ to the 25,000 already voted and “ That 4I. per man per 
“ month be granted to His Majefty for 13 months.” On mo- 
tion of Lord Arden, the number of additional marines was fpe- 
cified to be 4000, and the refolutions, with this amendment. 
Were agreed to. 

Mr. LAMBTON ftated, that it was in fome lhape a mat- 
ter of public notoriety, that a treaty had been entered into in 
January laft between Great Britain, the Emperor, and the 
King of Prutlia \ at leaft it would appear that this was the cafe, 
from authority, which probably might be thought of no great 
authenticity or refpeCtability (the debates and proceedings in 
the French Convention]. He wilhed to know from gentlemen 
on the other fide of the Houfe, whether fuch a treaty really 
exifted ; becaufe if it did, he conceived it to be fo intimately 
conne&ed with the fubjedt of His Majefty’s meftage, that the 
Houfe could, with no great degree of propriety, enter upon the 
confideratien of the meffage, till they Ihould be in poffelfion of 
it. If, therefore, fuch a treaty exifted, he would certainly 
move that a copy of it ihould be laid upon the. table. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, that it was furely an unufual 
propofition to aik for the production of a treaty betwixt two 
foreign States ; that it might be unfafe to do fo ; and that, at 
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all events, it was a' fubjeft which the Houle ought not to take 
up, without fufficient previous notice, or determine upon, 
without the molt mature conlideration. 

Mr. GREY laid, that this appeared to him the moll pro- 
per, indeed the only proper time to make a motion for thi* 
purpofe. That if fuch a treaty as had been mentioned had in 
fa£t taken place, it appeared to him abfolutely neceflary that it 
fhould be laid before the Houfc previous to their entering upon 
the confideration of His Majefty’s meffhge ; of courfe the mo- 
tion could not be put off confidently with the obje6t of his ho- 
nourable friend. He reprobated the idea of its being unfafe to 
comply with the motion at the prefent moment.' 

Mr. DUNDAS faid, he had not fpoke any thing about 
fafety, but that he conceived it to be a new propolition to alk 
for the produ&inn of a treaty between two foreign powers* 
If, however, he was to confider what the honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Lumbton) had faid, as a motion, he fhould be pre- 
pared to anfwer him w hen he fhould bring forward the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. GR EY faid, that furely either he or the right honour- 
able Secretary had totally mifunderftood his honourable friend. 
The treaty he had fpoke of was not a treaty between two fo- 
reign powers, but between Great Britain and the Emperor of 
Germany, and he certainly thought the produ&ion of it fo ex- 
tremely material that he hoped his honourable friend would 
prefs his motion. He highly disapproved of the general way of 
talking of gentlemen on the other fide the Houfe, and the con- 
fidence they had been in ufe to require from that Houfe, with- 
out affording any juft or neceflary information on matters of 
the deepeft importance to the interefts of the nation ; a confi- 
dence which he could not give without facrificing his duty to 
his condiments. 

Mr. RYDER ftated, that he conceived there was' no motion, 
before the Houfe. 

Mr. LAMBTON then gave notice, that he would make his 
propofed motion to-morrow. 

Major MAITLAND rofe, to make his promifed motion, 
refpe&ing the trial of Mr. .Haftings. He (aid, that in what 
he was about to fay, nothing was farther from his thoughts, 
than to touch in the fmalleft degree upon the political chara&ar 
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of the unfortunate gentleman who was under impeachment ; 
or to arraign the jufticc of the Houfc in fending him to trial, 
or to cenfure the conduft of the managers, to whom the Com- 
mons had committed the talk of feeing it carried on ; but (till 
he mull (late .the extreme length of the trial, as a departure 
from that principle of the law of England, which required 
that judgement fhould be fpeedily given in all cafes, fo that pu- 
nilhtncnt might foon overtake guilt, or an acquittal, fpeedily 
proclaim to the world the innocence of the accufcd. In the 
cafe of Mr. Halting?, the departure from this principle had 
been greater than had ever been known on any former occa- 
fion, and the trial prol rafted to a length unexampled and un- 
precedented in the annals of this or any kingdom. Mr. Haft- 
ings had now been nine years under accufation ; and nearly fix 
years upon his trial. When it was eorifidered, that this gen- 
tleman had returned home at an advanced period of life, and 
with a conllitution impaired by the cares and fatigues necelfa- 
rily attending upon the government of a great empire, and bro- 
ken by a long refidence in a fultry climate, he was fure that no 
man could, by any calculation, fuppofe that his life could have 
lafted fix years from the clay of his return ; and yet during a 
period to which no one could have prefumed his life would have 
been protrafted, had this unfortunate gentleman been kept upon 
his trial, bending every year before the Houfe of Lords, and 
the juftice of his country. The length of this trial had been 
noticed in a neighbouring nation, and no doubt would be ufed 
as an argument by tliofe who were difafFefted to the cojiftitu- 
tion of England, that conllitution which was dear to every man 
of fenfe and wifdom in the nation ! From foreign or domeftic 
foes he was anxious to take away every plaufible argument 
againft the conllitution, that might be drawn from the delay of 
juftice, occafioned by the unprecedented length of this trial . 
and it was his lincere wilh that fome Member would undertake 
the talk of devifing fome plan for expediting proceedings in cri- 
minal cafes, and rendering it impoflible that any other trial 
fhould ever be protrafted in England to fo aftonilhing a length. 
In turning over in his mind the unprecedented hardfttip thrdwn 
upon Mr. Haftings, by the unexampled length of his trial, he- 
had refolved to move that a Commjttee fhould be appointed to 
> ronfider of means for expediting the proceedings ; and he meant 
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in that Committee to move two fpecific propofitions, one, that 
the Managers fhould be at liberty to carry on the trial, though 
theHoufe of Commons fhould not be prefent in Weftminfter 
Hall. Of this he was aware that there was only one precedent, 
and that was in the impeachment of the Earl of Strafford : he 
was alfo aware that this mode was not without inconvenience 
axsd objc&ion ; for many cafes might arifc, in which the Ma- 
nagers might have occafion to withdraw and confult their prin- 
cipals, which could not be done without great delay, if the' 
Houfe was not at hand and fitting. But this objection would 
not appear very forcible to thofc who confidered, that on the 
days of trial the attendance of Members in the Houfe was ge- 
nerally very thin ; a very blameable remiflnefs was to be per- 
ceived in them, not only on that but on other occafions ; and 
he, in common with others, had to lament, that notwithfland- 
ing the magnitude of the affairs that were prefling upon Par- 
liament, it had been found impollible, during the laft week, to 
make a Houfe for the purpofe of trying the merits of a con- 
tefted eledfion. The Parliament had now lived nearly to the 
middle of its career, and yet fo great had been its remiflnefs, 
that it had not yet decided upon the rights of many of the Mem- 
bers of that Houfe to the feats which they actually occupied. 
This remiflnefs was the more unpardonable, as it was the oc- 
cafion of a delay of juftice, which it was the fpirit of the law 
of England lliould be adminiftered with all due expedition.—* 
The other fpecific propofition which he meant to move in the 
Committee was, that a conference might be propofed to the 
Lords, for the purpofe of devifing means for accelerating the 
Conclufion of the trial. He concluded by moving for a Com- 
mittee to confider of means for expediting the trial on the im- 
peachment depending againfl Warren Haflings, Efq. 

Mr. CHI SWELL feconded the motion. , 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS agreed with the honourable gen- 
tleman that no blame was imputable to the Houfe, who di- 
dire&ed, the Lords who were to try, or the managers who 
conduced the impeachment, |f it was true that the attend- 
ance of the Houfe had not been fo full as could be wifhed, it 
was alfo to be noted that from circumftances unavoidable the 
managers’ box had not always been fo full as at the commence- 
ment of the trial. The hou treble gentleman had rather un- 
Vol. XXXIV. 3 K 
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necefiarily alluded to remarks made upon the length of the trial 
ellewhere. The farce of Mr. Haftings’s trial, he believed it 
was called in Briflot’s report. With the author of that report 
he had neither friendfhip nor acquaintance ; but he had f;en 
that the trial was mentioned in it as a contrail to a moiv fum- 
mary mode,, which the reporter Hoped would be adopted for 
trying Minifters. If any thing like that more fummary fug- 
gefted by his friend on the other fide of the water,- was what 
the honourable gentleman meant to recommend, he fhould he 
inclined to prefer the prefent mode of proceeding, flow as it 
was. But the honourable gentleman had given notice of his 
motion, before he was in poifeflion of this great authority, and 
confequtntly it wanted not the aid of foreign artillery. If the 
Committee could devife any means of expediting the trial, he 
fhould not oppofe, although he did not think that much could 
be done. He regretted the length of the trial, .both as a hard- 
ihip on the party accufed, if innocent, and as a delay and injury 
to the juflice of the country, if he was guilty. But it mult be 
recollected, that the trial differed materially in its circmntlanccs 
from any former trial by impeachment. It embraced the nu- 
merous tranfa&ions of many years; the materials of evidence 
were to be brought from a diftant country ; and they were ten 
times more voluminous than any. before collected. W ith refpeCl 
to providing againll the occurrence of any funilar cafe in fu- 
ture 1 , that was already done by the aCt appointing a Court of 
Judicature for the trial of delinquencies committed in India. 
Of the two things intended by the honourable gentleman, that 
of empowering the managers to attend the trial without the 
Houfe, he thought might be adopted, for he was not quite fa- 
tisfied with the reafons on which it had been fet afide on a for- 
mer occafion ; but a conference with the Lords, he did not 
conceive to be the proper mode of obtaining a clofer attention 
to the trial, even if a clofer attention could be given. The 
Lords in their judicial capacity might objcCt to making any ar- 
rangement for expediting a trial with one of the parties. — 
Perhaps a better mode would be for the accufers arid the ac- 
cufed tQ compare the (late of their evidence, and the Lords 
would not objeCt to any mode of faving time, on which both 
the parties were agreed. It would therefore be advifeable for 
the Committee to get fuch information from the managers and 

I 
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the Counfel for Mr. Haftings, as could be given with pro- 
priety. 

Major MAITLAND faid he hoped the Committee would 
he an open one. To the right honourable gentleman’s other 
remarks he would fay, that, in wifhing to provide againft fu- 
ture trials running into fuch length, he did not look to offences 
committed in India only, 'but to offences profecutcd by im- 
peachment in general. He had not made his motion, nor 
founded it upon any remarks corning from another country, 
but on the cafe itfclf. It was improper to allude to debates in 
another place : lie had not the honour of Briflot’s acquain- 
tance ; he fhould think it an honour if he had — he had never 
even feen him. But if the right honourable gentleman, or 
any of his friends, chafe to bring into queflion what had palled 
elfewherc, in any place where an anfwer could be given, he 
would engage that they fliould be anfwered. As to the prac- 
tice of foifting in the doctrines and conduct of the French, as 
wicked and damnable, upon all occafions, the right honoura- 
ble gentleman and his friends had the confolation of having, 
by that and litnilar means, involved this country in a war, the 
mod difficult and the mod dangerous of any in which it was 
ever engaged. 

Major SCOTT faid, the defence of Mr. Haftings Was 
clofed to one article of four, which were all that now remain- 
ed of the twenty originally voted, and the defence to the other 
three would not be longer than that to the firft had been. The 
right honourable gentleman would recollect, that the Eaft- 
India Judicature bill was pafled two years before the impeach- 
ment, and that India delinquencies might (till be profecuted by 
impeachment. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, all the offences charged in 
the impeachment were prior in time to the bill, which was not 
retrofpe drive, and delinquencies would not in future be profe- 
cuted by impeachment, as there was now a fpccial tribunal 
for trying them. 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG obferved, that the injury to 
public juftice, by the length of the trial, was not to be com- 
pared with the injury to the party accufed, whether guilty or 
innocent ; and he thanked the honourable gentleman for ha- 
ving made the motion. 
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The motion was agreed to, and Major Maitland, Mr. Chif- 
well, the Managers, and the gentlemen of the long robe, ajv- 
pointed as a Committee, where all Members who chofe to at- 
tend were to have a voice. 

Major MAITLAND wifhed to know whether or not there 
was any objection to laying before the Houfe the dates of the 
orders for (lopping the exportation of foreign corn to French 
ports, while it was allowed to be exported to other foreign 
ports. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that as the Houfe had agreed 
to take His Majefty’s melfage into confideration to-morrow, 
he (hould obje< 5 l to any difcullion previous to that. 

Major MAITLAND faid, he recolledled the right honou- 
rable gentleman giving the fame fort of anfwer on a former 
occafion ; but he had conveyed no intelligence to the Houfe on 
t'hefe occafions. Jf the (hips never had been (lopped, and the 
Miniller faid fo, he had got his anfwer ; but as, by the mef- 
fage from His Majerty, it was conveyed to that Houfe that 
there had been an unprovoked aggrelfion on the part of France 
to this country, it was necelfary the Houfe (hould know the 
grounds for that communication from the Throne. If it (hould 
appear that we have been in the conftant pra&ice of fupplying 
other powers, and at the fame time (lopping (hips with the 
fupplies of corn to France, perhaps then the a<St of aggreffion, 
as it was how called, would change its character in the opinion 
of many, and appear to be an aggreffion on our part, and that 
of the mod dangerous tendency, as being contrary to the law 
of nations and the, general tranquillity of Europe — points fo 
much infilled upon in the meflage, and in every thing that had. 
been obferved by certain gentlemen on all occafions lately. 
If it (hould appear that His Majefiy’s Minifters caufed thefe 
(hips to be (lopped for the purpofe of producing this very a& 
of aggreffion of which they now complained, then it would 
be necelfary for that Houfe to know the fa& before they voted 
for an addrefs upon that fuppofed aggreffion. He therefore 
moved, “• That there be laid before the Houfe copies of all 
** orders given, on the part of our Government, for (lopping 
“ the exportation of grain to France fince the month of . Oc- 
“ tober, X792U” 
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Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that if the honourable gentle- 
man thought he could prove that what had been done by His 
Majefty’s Minifters towards France fairly provoked the aggref- 
fion again ft this country, he might bring the fubjedfc forward; 
but he fubmitted to the Houfe whether this was the time for 
that purpofe ; and he fubmitted alfo to the honourable gentle- 
man, whether he thought that, after the Houfe had received a 
meflage from His Majefty, it was fair to afk it to come to a 
concluOon again ft; a fadl dated in that meflage, before the 
Houfe fliould take the meflage itfelf into confideration. If 
the honourable gentleman could prove , any thing that would 
lead the Houfe to a conclufion that there had not been fuch an 
aggreflion, the day on which the mefiage was to be debated 
would be the proper one for that purpofe, and the Houfe would 
have the advantage then of hearing the arguments of the ho- 
nourable gentleman ; but furely the Houfe could not now pro- 
ceed to the confideration of a point which belonged fo imme- 
diately to the meflage from the Throne, and the difeuflion to 
which that would lead when under the confideration of that 
Houfe. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, the right honourable gentleman did 
not feem to comprehend what the object was which his ho- 
nourable friend had in view by his motion : he did not now 
call upon the Houfe to alledge any thing, or to come to any 
conclufion ; it had for its objeft only the afeertaining of a fa£t 
previous to the difeuflion of His Majefty’s meflage, and which 
would be material in that difeuflion either one way or the 
other. If they were told that no fhips had been flopped, as 
had been alledged, they would be fatisfied, becaufe there would . 
be an end of that part of the queflion. But furely the Miniflcr 
could not call on the Houfe to vote for an addrefs, or to vote 
any thing, without information on the fubje£t. He did not 
know what fort of an addrefs the Minifler intended to propofe 
to-morrow, but the probability was, that it would be what 
addrefles in general are, a mere echo of the fpecch ; if fo, the 
Houfe would be called upon to declare, that there has been an 
unprovoked aggreflion on the part of France towards thi§ 
country, and that they have on groundlefs pretences taken 
meafures of hoftility againft us. How was the Houfe to know 
all this, unlefs the-neceflary previous information were granted ? 
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There had been a rumour that a treaty had been concluded be- 
tween the Emperor of Germany and this country : this was a 
material point to the difcullion of the fuhje<Sl to which the at- 
tention of the Houfe was to be called, and therefore he defired 
to know whether that was true, in order that he might be the 
more able to form an opinion for himfelf, whether thefe pre- 
tences, which were called groundlefs, were, in fair reafoning, 
to be deemed groundlefs : furely the Houfe would not pro- 
nounce them fo before they had any evidence of any kind upon 
the fiibjeCt. If the Minifler faid “ there is no fuch treaty,’* 
he fhould be fatisfied upon that point. If there was a treaty, 
then he would fay that the Houfe, before they voted the pre- 
tences of the French groundlefs, fhould fee that treaty. It 
was faid that the French had proceeded again!! us without the 
fmalleft provocation : now this could never be known by the 
Houfe, unlcfs they were fairly informed whether the fliips al- 
luded to by his honourable friend had or had not been flopped 
under the circumflances he had mentioned ; if the ihips had 
not been flopped, he fhould think himfelf bound to vote for 
that part of the addrefs ; but if they had no evidence, they 
fhould not furely be fo fervile as to vote for what they had had 
no means of afeertaining to be true : he fhould, for thefe rea- 
fons, hope that the Minifters would reeonlider the matter, and 
give fome information to the Houfe. 

Mr. Secretary DUN DAS faid, that, 'with regard to the 
treaty to which gentlemen alluded, he had only to fay, that as 
the notice was given to take this fubjeCt into confideration to- 
morrow, this was not the time to difeufs the bufinefs. How- 
ever,- he wifhed to underfland the honourable gentleman j did 
he mean to fay, or did he not, that he would objedl to pro- 
ceeding upon the fubjedl of His Majefly’s meffage without the 
treaty ir. queflion ? If he meant to fay, that, previous to the 
difeuffion of the meffage, he would move for the production of 
the tfpaty, then he fhould underfland him perfedly, and be 
ready to meet him with regard to what had been fuppofed to 
be the duty of that Houfe ; all that he could fay was, that, 
when they came to confider His Majefly’s mefTage, and when 
the addrefs came to be propofed to them, each Member of the 
Houfe would have an opportunity of making fuch remarks as 
jbould occur to him, and if they fhould find that there were 
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not fufficient reafons for agreeing to the addrefs as it might be 
.moved, they would amend it as they fhould think fit ; but they 
mutt be ftrong reafons indeed, when we were actually engaged 
in a war, that fhould prevent that Houle from agreeing to fup- 
port His Majefty in the manner he propofed to the Houfe. 
Thefc points, however, he vvifhed to be poftponed to the time 
appointed for the confidcration of the addrefs. With regard 
to the fubjeft altogether, he ihould fay, that if the honourable 
gentleman felt the points to which they had alluded, and wi filed 
to perfirt in what tliey had afked, they might make their mo- 
tions to-morrow ; and they were not fure that the' fa&s they 
Ihould alledgc would not be denied. 

Mr. ROLLE faid, that the orders for prohibiting the ex- 
portation of corn were highly justifiable, for the riots among 
certain claffes of people had been occafioned folcly by their 
alarm at the exportation, and not from any difaffedtion to the 
Conftitution, in the defence of which they were now ready to 
filed the laft drop of their blood. 

Mr. GREY admitted that the honourable gentleman who 
fpoke laft had given. a good defeription of the difpofitioia of the 
people of this country ; with regard to their attachment to the 
Conltiiution of this country he had no doubt, and that there 
was a loyalty ami zeal among them, ready to be exercifed, on 
every occafion, for the fupport of Government ; but in order 
that it might be fo, it was neceifary that they fhould be con- 
vinced of the propriety of the meafure they were to fupport. 
If we were to go to war with France, the people of this coun- 
try ihould know that the French were the aggreflbrs. But the 
honourable gentleman who fpoke laft had defended the prohi- 
bition, under the apprehenfion which the people had of a ge- 
neral fcarcity. Was this the plea of the Minifters ? Had 
they not fuflfered the exportation of corn to other countries at 
the time they had prohibited the exportation to France ? This 
Was a point to which he’defired a clear and diftindt anfwcr, 
without which it would be ridiculous to proceed to an addrefs 
to His Majefly’s meffage, becaufe the Houfe would not have 
the neceflary information. Was that to be the fituation of 
that Houfe ? Were they to proceed blindly to any determina- 
tion upon the fuggeftion of a Minifter ? Were they to call 
themfclves judges*of a fadt of which they had no evidence be- 
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<brc them ? Were they to pledge the country to profecute a 
war without knowing the points on which the neceflity of it 
wai alledged ? Were the blood and treafure of the people to 
be expended at the will and caprice of a Minifter ? But it was 
laid, they might move to-morrow for any thing they might 
think ncceflary. He wifhed to know whether it was confiftent 
with common candour, whether it had ever been the practice 
of that Houfe to withhold fuch information as thfe prefent mo- 
tion fought to obtain. He believed that fuch an infult upon 
the Houfe of Commons was new in the hiftory of Parliament ; 
jt was fuch as they could not receive without abandoning their 
own honour. The fa 61 of the prohibition was fuch as no man 
would deny. But he wifhed the Hcufe not to confound 
tilings. His queftion was this, and to \yhich he expe&ed a 
diftin£t anfwer, 44 Whether foreign Corn, allowed to be ex- 
“ ported to ail other parts of the world, had been prohibited 
44 to France r ” 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG faid, he fhould objeCt to any 
production of ex parte evidence. The Houfe could not decide 
on the orders for flopping the exportation of corn to France* 
without having before them alfo the documents of the reafons 
that gave rife to thofe orders. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, he meant not to narrow the 
ground of the queftion : the orders for flopping the exporta- 
tion of foreign corn to France, while the exportation of fuch 
corn to other countries was allowed, were given for the pur- 
pofe of flopping the progrefs of an enemy in the a£t of prepa- 
ration. 

Major MAITLAND afked if the Houle was to underfland, 
that France was an enemy at the time thefe orders were given ? 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS repeated, that the orders were 
44 a meafure of precaution to flop the progrefs of an enemy in, 
44 the a£t of preparation again A us.” 

The motion for copies of the orders was withdrawn. 

Mr. GREY then requefted, that as Miniflers were in a hu- 
mour fo unufually communicative and explicit, they would 
have the goodnefs to inform the Houfe whether or not any 
treaty with the Emperor and the King of Prullia had. been 
concluded in January la A. 

No anfwer was given. 1 *— The Houfe adjourned. 
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Major MAITLAND faid, as he was informed that a large 
body of fencibles were now railing in Scotland, he was Jed to 
conceive, in concurrence with a report that had gone abroad, 
that this force was to fuperfede the plan of eftablifljing a Scotch 
militia, of which the right honourable Secretary of State had 
given notice in that Houfe. He rofe, therefore, to a Ik if his 
fufpicion was well founded ; for in that cafe he fhould think 
it his duty, as a Member of Parliament, to bring forward a 
plan for the ettablifhmcnt of a militia in that part of the king- 
dom himfelf. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS, in anfwer, faid, that it was in 
deed thought expedient at this time to raife a body of fencibles 
in Scotland ; but that meafure would by no means prevent of 
setard the militia ertablilhment of which he had given notice. 

Mr. LAMBTON faid, that, to his former inquiries con- 
cerning a treaty which he had heard was concluded between 
His Majefty and the Emperor, a right honourable gentleman 
had replied with much loftinefs, and had aiked whether it wat 
fit to ground any proceedings of that Houfe upon a report of 
M. Briflot. He (Mr. Lambton) had, however, another re- 
port to mention, that a Member of that Houfe had been fent 
away, on the 17th of December, inverted with full powers to 
conclude a treaty, by which His Majefty was rendered a party 
to the treaty of Pilnitz. His quertion, on a former occafion, 
was intended to prevent the prefent motion ; for he might 
cither have been informed that the treaty did not exirt, or, if 
it did exirt, that it was not proper to be difclofed. It had been 
whifpered to him, that, by this moment, he had got into » 
ferape. If by this it was meant that he ihould be expofed to 
hard language from gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe, 
that he mull bear with patience ; but he could think it no 
ferape to be found performing his duty as a Member of Par- 
liament ; and his motion was of the more importance, that, if 
it really did exirt. Lord Grenville's intimation, at the end of 
one of his letters to M. Chauvelin, that terms of accommo- 
dation might ftill be received from France, could not have been 
complied with, for we were under a prior engagement to tip* 
Emperor and the King of Prurtia to make war upon that 
Vo*.. XXXIV. 3 
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country. He concluded by moving, ** That an humble ad- 

drefs be prefented td' F^i&Mftjufty, spraying that there may 
“ be laid before the Houfe copies of fuch papers, or treaties 
** o^^reement, made between His Majefty’s Miniftcrs and 
“ tflWEmperor and the King of Pruflia, if any fuch be exiffc- 
“ ing.” 

Mr. GREY feconded the motion. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS declared, that when thefe papers 
had been called for on a former night he could not charge his 
memory with the knowledge of their exi (fence, and therefore 
took the neceftary time to make fuch inquiries as were proper. 
He could now (late unequivocally that no fuch treaty, as was 
called for, exifted. As to what had been Hated by the honou- 
rable gentleman with refpeif to his conduit and manner, he 
declared that nothing was farther from his intention, on any 
occafion, than to give fuch offence as was attributed to him bjr 
Mr. Lambton. - It was foreign to his difpofition, and contrary 
to his nature. He was not prefent, he declared, on the for- 
mer evening, at the beginning of the honourable gentleman’s 
fpeech j but, having afked a friend w r ho fat near him what 
was the object, he was told that a requifition had been made 
by the oppofite fide of the Houfe to produce a treaty made be- 
tween two foreign powers, .the impoflibility of which he con- 
ceived it unneceffary to explain. 

Mr. LAMBTON admitted that the neighbour of Mr. 
Dundas,, to whom he applied, had hearkened to his fpeech for 
the production of the treaty between this country and the two 
other, powers with marked attention. It, however, fo hap- 
pened that Mr. Dundas was actually in his place during the 
whole time, while he had the honour of addrefling the Houfe. 
He confefled that when he had occafion to trouble Parliament 
be found himfelf in a (late of trepidation, fomewhat like a 
loan half ferns over , who naturally enough may forget what 
had occurred. In faying this he meant not to infinuate any 
thing difrcfpc&ful, but rather to apologife for the right honou- 
rable Secretary. The anfwer, however, that no treaty exifted, 
might have been given laft night by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, if his memory did not alfo fail him; 1 his motion 
might have been laved, and the Houfe fpar&l the trouble o£ 
hearing it. 
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Mr. BURKE declared he was forry the treaty did not exift, 
for he fhould have confidered it a meafure of prudence, when 
this country was threatened with a war, to fecure alliances to 
aflift us. ( 

Mr. FOX faid, he rofc for the purpofe of paying a c^npli- 
ment to the right honourable gentleman, upon his candour in 
confefling, that upon the fubjeft of the exigence of a treaty, 
he did not chufe to truft to his own memory. There was a de- 
gree of caution which was very refpe&ful to the Houfe in that 
confeflion. To be fure it was a little unfortunate, that one of 
His Majefty’s Secretaries of State ftiould be ignorant whether 
or not a treaty had been entered into between His Majefly 
and another Power ; but then it was great fatisfa£fion to the 
Houfe this day, that he was able to fay to-day that there was 
no fuch treaty. He had in this inftance difplayed a degree of 
caution that might be fet off againft any want of attention in 
any other information that he may hereafter haftily give. 

Major MAITLAND wilhed, that as fuch an explicit an- 
fwer had been given to the former quell ion, that the gentlemen 
would be fo kind to tell the date of the firft order prohibiting 
the exportation of corn to France. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that various dire£tions had been 
given at various times, as the exifting circumftanees of the cate 
required ; but if it were in any Ihape material to the honour- 
able gentleman for the fupport of any argument, to know the 
date of the firft of thefe orders, he informed him it was the 17 th 
of December, 1 792. 

The order of the day being read for taking His Majefty’s 
meffage into confideration, 

Mr. BUKKE faid, he had a few obfervations to make on 
the refolution of the Houfe yefterday, upon the trial of Mr. 
Haftings. 

The SPEAKER reminded the right honourable Member 
that he was not in order, there being no queftion relative to 
the trial of Mr. Haftings. 

His Majefty’s meffage being read, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that in propofing to the Houfa 
an addrefsin anfwer to His Majefty’s meffage, he did not con- 
ceive that there could be any neceflity, in the prelent inftance,. 
at leaft in one view of the fubjeft, for troubling them much at 
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large. Whatever difference of opinion might formerly have 
cxiftedjyrith refpe&to fubje&s, on which, however, the great 
rftaj orjty both of that Houfe and the nation had coincided in 
lend^B^t, whatever doubts might be entertained as to the in- 
teref^^hich this country had in the recent tranfa&ions on tho 
Continent, whatever queftion might be made of the fatisfac- 
tion to which this country was intitled, or whatever queftion 
might be made of the mode of conduit which had been pur- 
fued by Government, which lately had not been carried fojar 
as to produce even a divifion ; yet when the fituation in which 
we now flood was confidered, when thofe circumftances which 
had occurred to produce an alteration in the date of affairs fince 
the laft addrefs, were taken into the account, he could not 
doubt but that there would be one unanimous fentiment and 
voice exprefled on the prefent occafion. The queftion now 
was, not what degree of danger or infult we fttould find it ne- 
ceffary to repel, from a regard to our fafety, or from a fenfe 
■of honour ; the queftion now was, not whether we fhould adopt 
in our meafures a fyftem of promptitude and vigour, or of 
lamenefs and procraftination ; whether we fhculd facrifice 
every other confideration to the continuance of an uncertain 
and infecure peace ? W hen war was declared, and the event 
no longer in our option, it remained only to be confidered, 
whether we fhould prepare to meet it with a firm determ ina-r 
tion, and fupport His Majcfty’s Government with zeal and 
courage againft every attack . W ar now was not only declared, 
but carried on at our very doors ; a war which aimed at an ob- 
ject no lefs definitive than the total ruin of the freedom and 
independence of this country. In this fituation of affairs, he 
would not do fo much injuftice to the Members of that Houfe, 
whatever differences of opinion might formerly have exifted, as 
to fuppofe there could be any but one decifion, one fixed refo* 
lution, in this fo urgent neceflity, in this imminent and com* 
mon danger, by the ardour and firmnefs of their fupport, to 
teftify their loyalty to their Sovereign, their attachment to tho 
conftitution, and their fenfe of thofe ineftimable bleftings which 
they had fo long enjoyed under its influence. Confident, how- 
ever, as he was, that fuch would be their unanimous decifion, 
that fuch would be their determined and unalterable refolution, 
be fhould not confider it now as altogether ufelefs to take a 
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’ view of the (ituation of the country at the time of His Majedy’s 
lad mefTage, of the circumdances which had preceded and 
accompanied it, and of the (ituation in which we now (food, 
in confequence of what had occurred during that inteafl^.— • 
When His Majefty, by his meflage, informed them, raSt in 
the prefent fituation of affairs he conceived it indifpenfably ne- 
. ceflary to make a farther augmentation of his forces, they had 
chearfully concurred in. that objeft, and returned in anfwer, 
what then was the feeling of the Houfe, the expreflion of their 
affe&ion and zeal, and their readinefs to fupport His Majeffy 
in thofe purpofes, for which he had dated an augmentation of 
force neceflary. They faw the judice of the alarm which was 
then entertained, and the propriety of affording that fupport 
which was required. He (hould (hortly date the grounds upon 
which they had then given their concurrence. They confider- 
ed that whatever temptations might have exided to this country 
from ancient enmity and rivaldiip, paltry motives indeed ! or 
whatever opportunity might have been afforded by the tumul- 
tuous and didraited date of France, or whatever fentiments 
might be excited by the tranfaClions which had taken place in 
that nation. His Majcdy had uniformly abdained from all in- 
terference in its internal government, and had maintained, 
with refpeCt to it, on every occafion, the drifted and mod in- 
violable neutrality. Such being his conduit towards France, 
he had a right on their part to expeft a fuitable return ; more 
efpecially, as this return had been exprefsly conditioned for by 
9 compact, into which they entered, and by which they engaged 
to refpeft the rights of His Majedy and his allies, not to inter- 
fere in the government of any neutral country, and not to pur- 
‘ fue any fydem of aggrandizement, or make any addition to 
their dominions, but to coniine themfclvcs, at the concludon 
of the war, within their own territories. Thefe conditions 
they had all grofsly violated, and had adopted a fydem of am- 
bitious and dedru&ive policy, fatal to the peace and fecurity 
of every Government, and which in its confequences had 
ihaken Europe itfe If to its foundation. Their decree of the 
19th of November, which had been fo much talked of, offer- 
ing fraternity and affiance to all peoole who wi(h to recover 
their liberty, was a decree not levelled againd particular na- 
tions, but againft every country where there was any form of 
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Government eftablifhed ; a decree not hoflile to individuals, 
but to the human race, which was calculated every where to 
fow the feeds of rebellion and civil contention, and to fpread 
war jfepm one end of Europe to the other ; from one end of 
the globe to the other. While they were bound to this coun- 
« try by the engagements which he had mentioned, they had 
ihewed no intentiop to exempt it from the confequences of 
this decree. Nity a dire&ly contrary opinion might be formed, 
and it might be fuppofed that this country was more particu- 
larly aimed at by this very decree, if we were to judge from 
the exultation with which they had received from different fo- 
cieties in England every addrefs expreflive of fedition and dif- 
loyalty, and of the eager defire which they had teftified to en- 
courage and cherifh the growth of fiich fentiments. Not only 
had they fhewed no inclination to fulfil their engagements, but 
had even put it out of their own power, by taking the firfl op- 
portunity to make additions to their territory in contradiction 
to their own exprefs ftipulations. 

By exprefs refolutions for the definition of the exifting Go- 
vernment of all invaded countries, by the means of Jacobin 
focieties, by orders given to their Generals, by the whole fyf- 
tem adopted in this refpeCl by the National Affembly, and by 
the atual connection of the whole country of Savoy, they had 
marked their determination to add to the dominions of France, 
and to provide means, through the medium of every new con- 
queft, to carry their principles over Europe. 

Their conduCt was fuch, as in every inflance had militated 
againft the deareft and'moft valuable interefls of this country. 
The next confideration was, that under all the p revocations 
which had been fuftained from France, provocations which, 
in ordinary times, and in different circumftances, could not 
have failed to have been regarded as aCls of hoftility, and which 
formerly, not even a delay of twenty-four hours would have 
been wanting to have treated as fuch, by commencing an im- 
mediate war of retaliation, His Majefty’s Minifters had prudent- 
ly and temperately advifed all the means to be previoufly em-i 
ployed of obtaining reafonable fatisfaClion, before recourfe 
fhould be had to extremities. Means had been taken tp in- 
form their agents, even though not accredited, of the grounds 
of jealoufy and complaint on the part of this country, and an 
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opportunity had been afforded through them ofbringing forward 
any circumflanccs of explanation, or offering any terms of fa- 
tisfa&ion. Whether the fa£ts and explanations which thefe 
agents had brought forward were fuch as contained any proper 
fatisfa&ion for the part, or could afford any reafonable affu- 
rance with refpe£t to the future, every Member might judge 
from the infpe£t ion of the papers. He had already given it as 
his opinion, that if there was no other alternative than either 
to make a war or depart from our principles, rather than re- 
cede from our principles a war was preferable to a peace; be- 
caufe a peace, purchafed upon fuch terms, mud be uncertain, 
precarious, and liable to be continually interrupted by the repe- 
tition of frpfh injuries and infults. War was preferable to 
fuch a peace, bccaufc* it was a fhortcr and a furer way to that 
end which the Houfe had undoubtedly in view as its ultimate 
cbjc£l, a fccure and lading peace. What fort of peace mud 
that be in which there was no fccurity ? Peace he regarded as 
defirable only fo far as it was fccure. If, faid Mr. Pitt, you 
.entertain a fenfe of the many bleffings which you enjoy, if you 
value the continuance and fafety of that commerce which is 
fource of fo much opulence, if you wifli to preferve and render 
permanent that high date of profperity by which this country 
has for fome years pad been fo eminently didinguifhed, you 
hazard all thefe advantages more, and are more likely to for- 
feit them, by fubmitting to a precarious and difgraceful peace, 
than by a timely and vigorous interpofition of your arms. : — 
By tamenefs and delay you fuffer that evil which might now 
be checked to gain grobnd, and which, when it becomes in- 
difpenfable to oppofe, may perhaps be found irrefidible. It 
had on former debates been alledged, that by going to war w® 
expofe our commerce ? Is there, he would afk, any man fo 
blind and irrational, who does not know that the inevitable 
confequence of every war mud be much interruption and in- 
jury to commerce ? But, becaufe our commerce was expofed 
to fuffer, was that a reafon why we (hould never go to war ? 
Was there no combination of circumdances, was there no fi- 
tuation in the affairs of Europe, fuch as to render it expedient 
to hazard for a time a part of our commercial intered ? Was 
there no evil greater, and which a war might be neceflary to 
avoid, than the partial inconvenience to which oqr commerce 
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was fubje<5led, during the continuance of hodile operations? 
But he begged the pardon of the Houfe for the digrefiion into 
which he had been led — while he talked as if they were debat- 
ing about the expediency of a war, war was a dually declared : 
We. Were at this moment engaged in a war. He now came to 
flate what had occurred fince His Majedy’s laft meflage; and 
to notice fhofe grounds which had ferved as a pretext for the 
declaration of war. When His Majedy had difmifled M. 
Chauvelin, what were then the hopes of peace ? He was by 
no means fanguine in fuch hopes, and he had dated to the 
Houfe that he then faw.but little probability that a war could 
be avoided. Such then was his fentiment, becaufe the expla- 
nations and condud of the French agent were fuch as afforded 
him but little room to exped any terms which this country 
could either, confidently with honour or a regard to its fafety, 
accept. Still, however, the lad moment had been kept open, 
to receive any fatisfadory explanation which might be offered. 
But what, it might be afleed, w'as to be the mode of receiving 
fuch explanation? When His Majcdy had difmilfed M. 
Chauvelin, as by the melancholy catadrophe of the French 
Monarch, the only charader in which he had ever been ac- 
knowledged at the Britiih Court had entirely ceafed, eight days 
had been allowed him for his departure, and if during that pe- 
riod he had fent any more fatisfadory explanation, ftill it 
would have been received. Had any difpofition been tedified 
to comply with the requifitions of Lord Grenville, dill an op- 
portunity was afforded of intimating this difpofition. Thus 
had our Government purfued to the lad a conciliatory fydem, 
and left every opening for accommodation, had the French 
been difpofed to embrace it. M. Chauvelin, however, in- 
dantly quitted the country, without making any propofition. 
Another agent had fucceeded, (M. Maret) who, on his arrival 
in this country, had notified himfelf as the Charge d’ Affaires 
on the part of the French Republic, but had never, during his 
refidence in the kingdom, afforded the fmalled communica- 
tion. What w'as the next event which had fucceeded? An 
embargo was laid on all the veffels and perfons of His Majef- 
ty’s fubje&s who were then in France. This embargo was to 
be confideredas not only a fymptom, but as an a£l of hodility. 
It certainly had taken place without any notice been given. 
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contrary to treaty, and againft all the laws of nations. Here 

perhaps it might be faid, that on account of their Hopping cer- 
tain (hips loaded with corn for France, the Government of 
Great Britain might be under the fame charge ; to this point 
he fhould come prefently. He believed if Government were 
chargeable with any thing, it might rather be, that they were 
even too flow in aflerting the honour and vindicating the rights 
of this country. If he thought that His Majefty’s Minifters 
wanted any juftificafion, it would be for their forbearance, and 
not for their promptitude, fince to the laft moment they had 
teflified a difpofltion to receive terms of accommodation, and 
left open the means of explanation. Notwithstanding this 
violent and outrageous aft, fuch was the difpofltion to peace in 
His Majetty’s Minifters, that the channels of communication, 
even after this period, were not fhut ; a mod Angular circum- 
ftance happened, which was the arrival of intelligence from 
His Majefty’s Minifter at the Hague, on the very day when the 
embargo became known here, that he had received an in- 
timation from General Dumourier, that the General wiflied 
an interview, in order to fee if it were yet poflible to adjuft the 
differences between the two countries, and to promote a gene- 
ral pacification. Inftead of treating the embargo as an ad of 
hoftility, and forbearing from any communication, even after 
this aggreflion. His Majefty’s Minifters, on the fame day on 
which the embargo was made known to them, gave inftruc- 
% ions to the Ambaflador at the Hague, to enter into a commu- 
nication with General Dumourier ; and they did this with great 
fatisfadion, on feveral accounts, firft, becaufe it might be 
done without Committing the King’s dignity ; for the General 
of an army might, even in the very tnidft of war, without any 
recognition of his authority, open any negociation of peace. 
But this fort of communication was defirable alfo, becaufe, if 
(uccefsful, it would be attended with the mod immediate ef- 
fects, as its tendency was* immediately to flop the progrefs of 
war, in the moft p radical, and perhaps, in die only pca&ical 
way. No time was therefore loft in authorifing the King’s 
Minifter at t^e Hague to proceed in the purluit of fo defirable 
an objed, if it Could be done in a fafe and honourable mode, 
but not otherwife. But before the aafwer of Government 
could reach the Ambaflador, or any means be adopted for car- 
Voi.. XXXIV. 3 M 
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rying the obje£t propofed into execution, War was declared, 
on the part of the French, againft this country. If .then we 
were to debate at all, we were to debate whether or not we 
Were to repel tbofe principles, which not only were inimical 
to this, and to every other Government, but which had been 
' followed up in a£ts of hoftility to this country. We were to 
debate whether or not we Were to refill an aggreflion which had 
already been commenced ; but he would refer the Houfe, not 
to obfervations of reafoning, but to the grounds which had been 
afligned by the Aflembly themfelves in their declaration of war. 
Btit firft, he mull again revert for a moment to the embargo. 
He then Hated, that a detention of fhips, if no ground of hof- 
tility has been given, is, in the firft place, contrary to the law 
of nations. ' In the lecond place, there was an a&ual treaty be- 
tween the two countries, providing for this very circumltance : 
and this treaty (if not fet afide by our breach of it, which he 
fhould come to prefently) exprefsly faid, that, “ in cafe of a 
“ rupture, time lhall be given for the removal of perfons and 
“ .effe&s.” He fhould now proceed to the declaration itfelf. 
It fets out with declaring, “ That the King of England ha# 
“ not ceafed, efpecially fince the revolution of the. 10th of Au- 
“ guft, 1792, to give proofs of his being evil difpofed towards 
** the French nation, and of his attachments© the coalition of 
“ crowned heads." Notwithftanding the afiertion that His 
Majefty had not ceafed to fhew his evil difpofitions towards the 
French nation, they have not attempted to fhew any acts of 
hoftility previous to the 10th of Auguft ; nor in fupport of the 
charge of his attachment to the coalition of crowned heads, 
have^they been able to alledge any faft, except his fuppofed ac- 
ceffion to the treaty between the Emperor of Germany and the 
King of Pruflia. This treaty has already, this evening, been 
the fubje£t of converfation : it had then been mentioned, which 
he fhould now repeat, that the fa£t, thus alledged, was falfe, 
and entirely deftitute of foundation ; and that no acccflion to 
anyjfycb treaty had ever taken place on the part of His Majefty . 
And not only had he entered into no fuch treaty, but no ftep 
had been taken, and no engagement formed on the part of onr 
Government, to interfere in the internal affairs of France, or 

attempt to di&ate to them any form of conftitution. 

z 



Ho- declared, that the whole of the interference of Great Bri- 
tain had been (in confequence of French aggreflions) with the 
general view of feeing whether it was poflible, either by -our 
own exertions, or in concert with any other Powers, to reprefs 
this French fyflem of aggrandizement and aggreffion, with 
the view of feeing whether we could not re-eftablifh the blef- 
fingsof peace, whether we could not, either feparately or joint- 
ly with other Powers, provide for the fecurity of our own 
country, and the general fecurity of Europe. The next charge 
brought by the National Afl'embly was, “ That at the period 
“ aforefaid, he ordered his Ambaflador at Paris to withdraw, 
* c becaufe he would not acknowledge the Provifional Execu- 
<f tive Council, created by the Legiflative Afl'embly.” It was 
hardly neceflary for him to difeufs a fubjedl with which all 
were already fo well acquainted. After the horrors of the loth 
of Auguft, which were paralleled but not eclipfed by thofe of 
the 2d of September, and the fufpenfion of the French Mo- 
narch, to whom alone the Ambaflador had been font, it Cer- 
tainly became proper to recall him. He could not remain to 
treat with any Government to whom he was not accredited ; 
and the propriety of his being recalled appear ftill more evident, 
when it was confidered that it was probable that the banditti 
who had feized upon the Gevernment would not long retain 
their power ; and, in fa£t, in the courfe of a month, they had 
been obliged to yield to the intereft of a different party, but of 
a defeription fimilar to their own.” It was alfo to be remarked, 
that this circumftance of recalling the Ambaflador had never 
till now been complained of as an a£fc of hoftility. When a 
Government was overturned, it became a fair qneflion how 
long an interval fhould intervene till that Government fhould be 
acknowledged ? and efpecially if that change of Government 
was accompanied with all the circumftances of tumult and dif- 
tra&ion, it certainly became a matter of extreme hardfliip that 
a war fhould be the confequence to the nation which fhould re- 
fufe to acknowledge it in the firfl inllance. The force of this 
reafoning became increafed in the particular application, when 
it was confidered, that France had not yet eflablifhed any con- 
flitution of its own ; that all, hitherto, was merely provifional 
and temporary ; and that, however the prefent republican fyf- 
tem might be confirmed by force, or change of opinion, a little 

3M a before. 
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before, thfe voice of the nation, as far as its with could be col- 
lected, had exprefled itfelf in favour of a Monarchy. They 
proceeded to {late, as farther grounds of their declaration of 
War, ** That the Cabinet of St. James’s has ceafed, fince the 
“ fame period, (the xoth of Augiift) to correfpond with the 
“ French Ambaflador at London, on pretext of the fufpenfion 
“ of the heretofore King of the French. That, fince the open- 
ing of the National (Convention, it has refufed to refume the 
“ ufual correfpondence between the two States, and to acknow- 
** ledge the powers of this Convention. That it has refufed 
** to acknowledge the Ambaflador of the French Republic, al- 
4t though provided with letters of credit in its name.” 

M. Chauvelin had been received at this Court as Ambafla- 
dor of the King, and in no other capacity or charafter. From 
the period of the fufpenfion of the King, he, for fome months, 
ceafed to hold any communication with the Government here, 
or to a ft in any capacity ; nor was it till the month of De- 
cember that he had received his letter of credence to aft here as 
the Ambaflador of the French Republic. With refpeft to the 
charge of not having acknowledged the Convention, he con- 
fefled it to be true. When thefe letters of credence had been 
tendered, they were refufed ; but it was to be confidered whe- 
ther it would have been proper to have recognifed them, after 
the repeated inftances of offence, for which no compenfation 
had been made, and of which, indeed, every frefh aft pre- 
fented not only a repetition but an aggravation. Indeed it 
Would have been impoflib\p at that period, without (hewing a 
deviation from principle, and a tamenefs of difpofition, to have 
recognifed their authority, or accepted of the perfon who pre- 
fented himfelf in the charafter of their Ambaflador. At that 
Very moment, it was to be recollefted, they were embarked in 
the unjuft and inhuman procefs which had terminated in the 
ifturder of their King— an event which had everywhere excited 
lentiments of the utmoft horror and indignation ! Would it 
have been, becoming in our Government fir ft to have acknow- 
ledged them at fuch a moment, when the power they had af- 
firmed was thus cruelly and unjuftly exercifed againft that very 
authority Which they ufurped ? But, whatever might be the 
feelings of abhorrence and indignation, which their conduft on 
this occafion could not fail to excite, he lhould by ho meant 
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'hold out thcfc feelings as a ground for hodility, nor lhould he 
ever wifh to propofe a war of vengeance. The catadrophe of 
the French Monarch, they ought all to feel deeply ; and, con- 
fidently with that impreflion, be led more firmly to refill thole 
principles from which an event of fo black and atrocious a na- 
ture hed proceeded ; principles which, if not oppofed, might 
be expelled in their progrefs to lead to the commifiion of fimi- 
lajr crimes ; but, notvvithftanding Government had been obliged 
to decline all communication which tended to acknowledge the 
authority of the Convention, ftill, as he had faid before, they 
had left open the means of accommodation ; nor could that line 
of conduct which they had purfued, be dated as affording any 
ground of hodility. He lhould now confider, collectively, fome 
of the fubfequent grounds which they had dated in their De- 
claration, which were exprelfedin the following articles : 

“ That the Court of St. James’s has attempted to impede 
the different purchafes of corn, arms, and other commodities 
ordered in England, either by French citizens or the agents of 
the Republic. 

“ That it has caufed to be dopped, feveral boats and fhips 
loaded with grain for France, contrary to the treaty of 
1786, while exportation to other foreign countries was free. 

“ That in order dill more effeitually to obdrudt the 
commercial operations of the Republic in England, it ob- 
tained an A6t of Parliament prohibiting the circulation of 
aflignats. 

“ That in violation of the Fourth Article of the treaty of 
1786, it obtained another Ad, in the month of January lad* 
which fubje&s all French citizens, redding in, or coming 
into England, to forms the mod inquifitorial, vexatious, and 
dangerous. 

“ That at the fame time, and contrary to the id article of 
“ the peace of 1783, it granted prote&ion and pecuniary aid 
“ not only to the emigrants, but even to the chiefs of the re- 
“ bels, who have already fought ajjgginft France ; that it has 
“ maintained with them a daily correfpondence, evidently di- 
“ re&ed againft the French Revolution : that it has alfo re- 
“ ceived the chiefs of the rebels of the French Weft-IadiaCo- 
“ Ionics.’* 
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All thefe had been dated as provocations, but what fort of 
provocations? What, he would aflc, \yas a provocation? — 
That we had indeed taken meafures, which, if confidered by 
themfelves, and not as connected with the fituation of affairs 
in which they were adopted, might perhaps be confidered in 
the light of provocations he would allow ; but if thefe mea- 
fures were jultificd by the neceffity of circumdanccs— if they 
Were called for by a regard to our own fafety and intereds— 
they could only be viewed as temperate and moderate precau- 
tions. And in this light, thefe grounds, afligned in the de- 
claration, could only be regarded as frivolous and unfounded 
pretences. With refpeCt to the charge of having flopped fup- 
plics of grain and other commodities, intended for France, 
what could be more ridiculous than fuch a pretext ? When 
there was reafon to apprehend that France intended an attack 
upon the allies of this country, and againfl the country itfelf, 
upon which, at the fame time, it depended for the flores and 
ammunitions neceflary for carrying on hoflilities, was it natu- 
ral to fuppofe that they fliould furnifh, from their own bofom, 
fupplies to be turned againfl themfelves and their allies? Could 
they be fuch children in underdanding, could they be fuch 
traitors in principle, as to furnifh to their enemies the means 
of hoflility and the inflruments of offence ? What was the li- 
toation of France with refped to this country ? Had they not 
given fufficient caufe for jealoufy of their hoflile intentions ? 
By their decree of the 19th of November, they had declared 
war againfl all Governments. They had poffelled themfelves 
of Flanders, and were there endeavouring to eflablifh, by 
force, what they flyled a fyflem of freedom, while they actu- 
ally menaced Holland with an invafion. Another ground 
which they had dated in their declaration as an a £1 of hoflility 
on the part of our Government was, that they had not differ- 
ed aflignats to be circulated in this country. Truly, they had 
reafon to he offended that we would not receive what was 
worth nothing ; and that, by cxercifing an ad which came 
-completely within our own fovereignty with refped to the cir- 
culation of any foreign paper currency, we thus avoided a gi- 
gantic fydem of fwindling. If fuch, indeed, were the .pre- 
tences which they brought forward as grounds for a declaration 
of war, it was matter of wonder that, indcad of a flieet of pa- 
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per, they did not occupy a volume, and proved that their inge- 
nuity had been exhaufted before their modefty had been at all 
affeited. Of much the fame nature was that other pretext, 
with refpeit to the paflrng of the Alien ^ill ; a bill abfolutely 
neceflary for the fafety of the country, for it fhields us from 
the arrifice of the feditious, perhaps the dagger of the affaflin. 
This bill they had held out as an infringement of the treaty of 
commerce. It could be no infringement of their treaty, as in 
the treaty itfelf, it was exprefsly declared, that nothing was 
to be confidered as an infringement, unlefs, firft, proper ex- 
planations had taken place. Secondly, it was not to be ex- 
pelled that any treaty could fupevfede the propriety of adopt- 
ing new meafures in a new {ituation of affairs. Such was the 
cafe, when an inundation of foreigners i.ad poured into this 
country, under circumltances entirely different from thofe 
■which were provided for by the bill. But who were thofe who 
complained of the feverity of the regulations adopted by the 
Alien bill in this country ? The very perfons who, during the 
late tranfaiiions in their own country, had adopted reftric- 
tions of police ten times more fevere, but of which our Go- 
vernment, however much its fubjeits might be affeited, had 
never made the fmalleft complaint. The next ground, affigned 
in the declaration, was the armament which had taken place 
in this country. 

“ That in the fame fpirit, without any provocation, and 
when all the maritime powers are at peace with England, the 
Cabinet of St. James’s has ordered a confiderable naval arma- 
ment, and an augmentation of the land forces. 

“ That this armament was ordered at a moment when the 
Englilh Minifter was .bitterly perfecuting thofe who fupported 
the principles of the French Revolution in England, and was 
employing all poflible means, both in Parliament and out of if, 
to cover the French Republic with ignominy, and to drawupon 
it the execration of the Englilli nation, and of all Europe.” 

And, under what circumltances had the armament com- 
plained of taken place? At the period when the French, by 
their conduit with regard to the treaty of the Scheldt, (hewed 
their intention to difregard the obligation of all treaties, when 
they had begun to propagate principles of univerfal war, and 
to difeover views of unbounded conquelt. Was it to be won- 
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tiered that at fuch a time, we Ihould think it neccffary to take 
tneafures of precaution, and to oppofe, with determination, 
the progrefs of principles,- not only of fo mifchievous a ten- 
dency, but which, in their immediate confequences, threat- 
ened to be fo fatal to ourfelves and our allies ? Indeed they 
now feemed rather to defpair of thefe principles being fo gene- 
rally adopted, and attended with fuch linking and immediate 
iucccfs as they had at firft fondly imagined. How little pro^ 
grefs thefe principles had made in this country they might be 
fufficientlv convinced by that fpirit which had difplayed itfelf 
of attachment to the Conftitution, and thofe expreflions of a 
firm determination to fupport it which had appeared from 
every quarter. If, indeed, they mean to attack us, becaule 
we do not like French principles, then would this indeed be 
that fort of war which had fo often been alledged and depre- 
cated on the other fide of the Houfe — a war againft opinions. 
If they mean to attack us becaufe we love our Conftitution, 
then indeed it would be a war of extirpation ; for not till the 
fpirit of Englilhmen was exterminated would their attachment 
to the Conftitution be deftroyed, and their generous efforts be 
llackened in its defence. 

The next articles of complaint on the part of the French 
Were, 

That the obje£t of this armament, intended againft 
€t France, was not even difguifed in the Englifli Parliament. 

** That although the Provifional Executive Council of 
** France has employed every meafure for preferving peace 
“ and fraternity with the Englilh nation, and has replied to 
“ calumnies and violation of treaties only by remonft ranees, 
“ founded on the principles of juftice, and expreffed with the 
“ dignity of free men ; the Englifli Minifter has perfevered in 
“ his fyftem of malevolence and hoftility, continued the ar- 
“ maments, and fent a fquadron to the Scheldt to difturb the 
“ operations of the French in Belgium. 

That, on the news of the execution of Louis, he carried 
" his outrages to the French Republic to fuch a length, as to 
gt order the Ambaffador of France to quit the Britifh territory 

within eight days. 

“ That the King of England has manifefted his attachment 
“ to the caufe of that traitor, and his defign of fppporttng it 
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“ by different hoftile refolutions adopted in his Council, both 
“ by nominating generals of his land army, and by applying 
“ to Parliament for a coniiderable addition of land and fea 
** forces, and putting lhips of war in commiffion.” 

They clearly fliew their enmity to that Constitution, by fa- 
king every opportunity to feparate the King of England from 
the nation, and by addreffing the people as diftin£t from the 
Government. Upon the point of their fraternity he did not 
wilh to fay much : he had no defire for their affection. To 
the people they offer fraternity, while they would 10b them 
of that Conftitution by which they are protected, and deprive 
them of the numerous blellings which they enjoy under its 
influence. In this cafe, the fraternal embraces refemble thofe 
of certain animals who embrace only to deftroy. Another 
ground which they had afligned was the grief which had been 
exprelfed in the Britilh Court at the fate of their unhappy 
Manarch. 

Of all the reafons he ever heard for making war againft 
another country, that of the French upon this occafion was 
the mod extraordinary : they faid they would make war on us-, 
firft, becaufe we loved our own Conftitution ; fecondly, be- 
caufe we detefted their proceedings ; and laftly, becaufe we 
prefumed to grieve at the death of their murdered King. Thus 
would they even deltroy thofe principles of juftice, and thofe 
fentiments of companion, which led to reprobate their crimes, 
and to be afflicted at their cruelties. Thus would they de- 
prive us of that laft refource of humanity, to mourn over the 
misfortunes and fufferings of the victims of their injuftice. 
If fuch was the cafe, it might be afked, in the emphatic words 
of the Roman writer, S^uis gemitus Populo Romano liber erit. 
They would not only endeavour to deltroy our political exif- 
tence, and to deprive us of the privileges which we enjoyed as 
fubjeds of the molt excellent Conftitution, but they would 
eradicate our feelings as. men; they would make grimes of 
thofe fympathies which were excited by the diftreffes of out 
common nature ; they would reprefs our fighs and reftrain out 
tears. Thus, except the fpecific fa<ft, which was alledgedas 
a ground of their declaration of war, namely, the ^cceffion of 
His Majefty to the treaty between Auftria and Pruffia, Which 
had turned out tp be entirely falfc and unfounded, or die aug- 
Voi. XXXIV. 3 N 



PARLIAMENTARY 


458 


A. 1793. 


mentation of our armament, a meafure of precaution indif- * 
penfably requifite for the fafety of the country, and the protec- 
tion of its allies, all the others were merely unjuft, unfounded, 
abfurd, and frivolous pretexts — pretexts which never could 
have been brought to juftify a meafure of which they were not 
previoufly ftrongly defirous, and which (hewed that-, inftead of 
waiting for provocation, they only fought a pretence of aggref- 
fion. The death of Louis, though it only affe£ted the indivi- 
dual, was aimed againft all fovereignty, and (hewed their de- 
termination to carry into execution that intention, which they 
had fo often profefled, of exterminating all monarchy. As a 
confequence of that monftrous fyftem of inconfiftency which 
they purfued, even while they profefled their defire to maintain 
a good undcrftanding with this country, the Minifter of the 
Marine had written a letter to the fca-port towns, ordering 
them to fit out privateers, for what purpofe but the proje&ed 
view of making depredations on our commerce? Whilethey 
a'ffe&ed to complain of our armament, they had paffed a decree 
to fit out fifty fail of the line — an armament which, however, 
it was to be obfervcd, exifted only in the decree. He feared 
that, by this long detail, he had wearied the patience of the 
Houfe, and occupied more of their time than he at firft in- 
tended. The pretexts, which he had been led to examine, al- 
ledged as grounds for the declaration of war, were of a nature 
that required no refutation. They were fuch as every man 
could fee through ; and in many of his remarks he doubted 
not he had been anticipated by that contempt with which the 
Houfe would naturally regard the weak reafoning, but wicked - 
policy, of thefe pretexts. He now came to his conclufion — — 
We, faid he, have, in every inftance, obferved the ftri&eft 
neutrality with refpe£l to the French : we have pufhed, to its 
utmoft extent, the fyftem of temperance and moderation : we 
have held out the means of accommodation: we have waited 
■till the Iaft moment for fatisfa&ory explanation. Thefe means 
of accommodation have been flighted andabufcd, and all along 
there has appeared no difpofition to give any fatisfa&ory ex- 
planation. They have now, at laft, come to an a&ual aggref- 
(ion, by feizing our veflels in our very ports, without any. pro- 
vocation given on our part ; without any preparations having 
been adopted but thole of necefiary precaution, they have dc- 
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'dared, and are i|ow waging war. Such is the condu£t which 
they have purfued ; fuch is the fituation in which we ftand. 
It now remains to be feen whether, under Providence, the ef- 
forts of a free, brave, loyal, and happy people, aided by their 
allies, will not be fuccefsful in checking the progrefs of a 
fyftem, the principles of which, if not oppofed, threaten the 
• molt fatal confequences to the tranquillity of this country, the 
iecurity of its allies, the good order of every European Go- 
vernment, and the happinefs of the whole of the human race ! 
He then proceeded to move the following addrefs in anfwer to 
His Majelty’s melTage : 

That an humble addrefs he prefented to His Majejly, to return 
His Majejly the thanks of this Houfe for his mofl gracious mef- 
fage , informing us, that the Affcmbly, now exercijing the powers 
of Government in France, have, without previous notice , direEled 
ads of hoflility to be committed againjl the per fans and property of 
His Majejly s fubjcEis, in breach of the law of nations and of the 
mojl pofifive flipulations of treaty ; and have fince , on the mofl 
groundlefs pretences, a dually declared war againfl His Majejly 
and the United Provinces : to affure His Majejly that, under the 
circumjlatices of this wanton and unprovoked aggrcffion , we mojl 
gratefully acknowledge His Majejly s care and vigilance in taking 
the necefj'ary Jleps for maintaining the honour of his Crown, and • 
vindicating the rights of his People : that His Majejly may rely 
on the firm and effectual’ fupport of the Reprefentatives of a brave 
and loyal People, in the profecution of a juft and necefj'ary war , 
and in endeavouring, under the bleffing of Providence, to oppoj'e 
an effectual barrier to the farther progrefs of a fyflem which 
Jlrikes at the fecurity and peace of all independent nations , and.is 
purfued in open defiance of every principle of moderation , good 
faith, humanity , and juflice. 

That , in a caufe of fuch general concern, it mujl afford us 
great fatis faction to learn that His Majejly has every reafon to 
hope for the cordial co-operation of thofe powers who are united 
with His Majejly by the ties of alliance, or who feel an interejl in 
preventing the extenjion of anarchy and confujion , and in Contribu- 
ting to the fecurity and tranquillity of Europe. 

That we are perfuaded, that whatever His Majejly s faithful 
fubjeEts mujl confider as mojl dear and facred, the Jlability of our 
happy Conjlitution, the fecurity and honour of His Majeflfs 
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Crown , and the f ref ervation of our laws, our liberty , and our re - 
Jigton, are all involved in the ijfue of the prefent contejl / and that 
Our zeal and e xertions Jkall be proportioned to the importance of the 
conjuncture, and to the magnitude and value of the objects for 
which we have to contend . 

Mr. POWYS fecondcd the add refs. He thought it the 
duty of every man to fland forward, on the prefent occafior., 
in fupportof the Government and Conftitution of the country. 
Ij[e promifed to take upon himfelf the refponfibility of laying 
burdens upon his conftituents, where the caufe was their pro- 
tection and prefervation by a juft and neccflary war. Had he 
been one cf thofe men who faw no danger at home or abroad, 
he fliould certainly not have been fo fo* .yard in granting his 
fupport to a Miniftry he had been accuitomed to view with 
<yealoufy and diftruft \ but at prefent he thought it incumbent 
on himfelf to lay thofe jealoulies aftde, and endeavour to awake 
the country to a fenfe of her wrongs and of her intcrefts. He 
faid that he did not profefs any fyftem of oppofmon ; that the 
foie guide of his conduct was the love of his country and re- 
gard to its conftitution. He thought that every thing dear to 
ui in government and fociety was put in peril by the princi- 
ples and power of France. The conduit of France had been 
fo atrocious to us, and every other nation with whom (he had 
any concern, that every principle of feif defence juftihed the 
addrefs in the utmoil latitude of the word-. He could call 
her, he faid, nothing but a monfter, whofe hand was againft 
every man, and therefore every man’s hand (hould be againft 
her. He coniidered the opinions of the F'rench l'uoh as were 
incompatible with good order and civil fociety, and tending to 
fpread a peftilence of the moft contagious nature. He ob- 
ferved that gentlemen had held in that lioufc that a war againft 
opinions was unjuft and ufelcfs. He contended that the de- 
cree of fraternity was an ample declarat ion of war, on the part 
of France, againft all opinions of all mankind except their 
own , and he thought he (hould a£t the part of a Member of 
the' National Convention, rather than that of a Representative 
of the Britilh Nation, if he did not ufe every exertion in his 
power to eppofo them. He lamented that there lliould be 
people fo perverfe and unprincipled as to approve, of the pro- 
ceedings in France, or. at lead of their principles, and to re* 
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commend their adoption in this country. Endeavours had 
been made to wean the people from that Conftitution which 
had To long protected them, and under which they had fo long 
flouri filed in peace and profperity. Thafe efforts, however* 
the honcft loyalty of Englifhmen had made abortive. Every 
objection to the conduct of Minidry, on the fubje& of France* 
he had heard without receding from his opinion, that they had 
,a&ed with a proper regard to the welfare of this country. 
What intereft could they have, he afked, to plunge this na- 
tion into an unneceffary war ? Their intereft was furely ©a 
the fide of peace. A work lately publi filed, by a Member pf 
the National Convention of Fiance, pronounced, as an axiom 
in Englifti politics, that the Minifter who declares war never 
fees the end of it. He hoped and believed that this afiertion* 
at leaft in the prefent inftance, would be totally groundlefs ; 
but it lhowed how opinion on this ground leaned. He re- 
joiced much at the good opinion the country at large enter- 
tained of the prefent Minifters, even though he fhould think 
that opinion over-rated their merits. It would produce confi- 
dence, and confidence would produce ftrength to repel and. re- 
ft rain the dangerous power by which we, in common with all 
Europe, were now aftailcd. He entertained no doubt what- 
ever as to the fincerity of Miniftry, and of their ftrenuous ex- 
ertions for the fecurity and honour of this country. It had 
been allcrted, he obferved, that the prefent war was a war of 
kings againft men ; that in this country, the conftitution of 
which is a limited monarchy, he confidercd the King as the 
key-ftone of the Conftitution, and that to declare war againft 
the King was to declare war againft the People. He thought 
it very injudicious to draw any line of diftin£tion between the 
poor and the rich, by awakening their difeontents and infla- 
ming their minds, by reprefenting to them the burdens that 
would be impofed on them by the war : he faid the rich joined 
in bearing the burdens as well as the poor, and he would al- 
ways tell this latter defer iption that they had a deep ftake even 
in that property they did not immediately enjoy ; and he fhould 
as readily declare, that thofe who had but little* had yet fuch a . 
ftake iu the Conftitution of this country, and the bleffings it , 
produced, that it would be better to part with fome portion of 
that little* than, by retaining it* rifk the many other advaa- 
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tages they poflefs. He was convinced there was not in the 
kingdom Icarce a man of property that would not fincerely 
contribute to prevent the dangerous innovations which threa- 
tened us. It had been afked, what can we get by going to 
war ? We (hall get juft what we Ihould lofe by not going to 
war. The fame queftion may be aiked as to a highwayman : 
what do we get by defending ourfelvcs againft him ? We pre- 
vent him from taking our purfe. — Negociation had been talked 
of as expedient, but he, for one, could never con fent to fo hu- 
miliating a ftep, as negociating with a gang of unprincipled 
djfperadoes. He had not, he faid, been noted for fyftematic 
fiipport or opp >fition to Minifters, and he fpoke the language 
of independence, in his prefent concurrence with them. So 
convinced was he of the neceflity of giving Government at this 
crifis a real and effe£tual fupport, that he would not forbear 
repeating his willingnefs to incur any refponfibility for that 
purpofe. He obferved, that many had been forward to affert, 
that the conftitution of this country had not been in danger ; 
. but he declared, that he thought far otherwife ; that it recently 
had been in danger, from the combinations of bad men at home ; 
for he averred, he lefs feared the arrows that dew by day, than 
the peftilence that walks by night. 

Mr. FOX faid, that on an occafion fo important, and not 
fearing the charge of putillanimity from conftdering the prefent 
crifis as highly alarming, it would ill become the duty which 
he owed to his conftituents and to the nation, to decline meet- 
ing the imputation of being the abettor of France, with which 
he was already menaced ; or by the bold m i fconftruct ions of his 
(entiments and arguments to which he had been accuftomed, 
to bi deterred from examining and ftating what was the true 
fituation in which the country was involved in war. He had 
never accufcd the honourable gentleman who feconded the ad- 
drefs of a fyftematic oppofition to Minifters, nor of acting upon 
any fyftem ;• but he called upon him to name -thole perfons in 
the Houfe, if any fuch there were, whom he meant to include 
under the defeription of fupporters of the French fyftem. The 
honourable gentleman knew tliat juft fo were thofe treated who 
oppofed the folly and injuftice of the American war. Yet, n )t- 
withftanding their, being long and induftrioufty milreprefer ted 
as the abettors of rebellion, a band of as patriotic and as ho- 
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nourable men as ever defer ved public gratitude by public fer- 
vices, by fomc of whom he trufted he (hould be fupported in op- 
poling the addrefs now moved, united their abilities to put an end 
to that war, and at length fucceeded. The right honourable 
gentleman who moved the addrefs dated the origin and neceflity 
of the war, on grounds widely different from thofe a (Turned by 
the honourable gentleman who feconded it. The latter faid, 
the power of France, under every change of men and circum- 
ftances, was a monfler, whofe hand was againft all nations* 
and that the hand of every nation ought to be againft France. 
The former had faid, that the caufe of the war was not our ge- 
neral bad opinion of France, but fpecific aggreffions on the 
part of France. So far the difference was great with refpetft 
to our immediate fituation of being actually at war ; and it 
Was ftill greater when we came to inquire into our profpeft of 
peace. If we were at war becaufe France was a monfter whole 
hand was againft all nations, it muft be helium inter necinu m — - 
a war to extermination ; for nothing but unconditional fub- 
miflion could be adequate to the end for which the war was 
undertaken, and to that alone muft we look for a fafe or ho- 
nourable peace. If, on the contrary, we were at war on ac- 
count of ~a fpecific aggreftion, for that aggreffion atonement 
might be made, and the objc& being obtained, p?;ce might 
be concluded. He therefore hoped that the right honourable 
mover of the addrefs was fincere in the ftatement he had given, 
although he had failed in making out the grounds on which lie 
endeavoured to fupport it. Few of thofe, he trufted, who hrd 
been moft zealous in recommending the expediency, of this 
war, wifhed it to be a war of extirmination — a war for extir- 
pating French principles, not for circumferibing French power.; 
yet all their arguments tended to alarm him. They never talk- 
ed of the danger of French power, without introducing as a 
danger more imminent, the propagation of French principles. 
The honourable gentleman afleed, if he could be expended t> 
make terms with an highwayman, or to take the highwayman's 
purfe as a fatisfaedion for his own ? Certainly not. The ho- 
nourable gentleman knew his duty to fociety bitter, than ta 
let the highwayman efcape, if he had the means -of br ft_jjn«| 
him to puniftiment. But this allufton (hewed, that the war 
with Fiance was, in the opinion of the honourable geut ieciarv 
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a warof vindictive juft ice. We faid, that our obje& in war 
was not to effirCl a change in the internal government of France, 
fnit to weaken her pbwer, which, in its prefent date, was dan- 
gerous to us, our allies, and to Europe ; and that objeCt ob- 
tained, we were willing to make peace. But would any man 
that when he had dilarmed an highwayman, it was fafe to 
leave him free to get other arms ? No man certainly ; and no 
snore on this principle could we in any (late of humiliation to 
which the power of France might be reduced, leave her at li- 
berty to recruit that power, and to renew aggreflions, to which 
we contended (he mud have the inclination, whenever (he had 
the means. The honourable gentleman might fupport Mini- 
fies for any reafons that to him feemed good — either becaufe he 
thought them wife or ignorant, honed or difhoned ; but he 
had no right to accufe thofe who thought differently from him- 
felf, of fowing difaffe&ion among the people, becaufe they 
wiibed to inform the people what were the true grounds of the 
war, which they were called upon to fupport with their pro- 
perty and their lives. The honourable gentleman rejoiced that 
the Public entertained a more favourable opinion of Miniders, 
in the prefent crifis, than Miniders deferved. • Did he mean^to 
argue, thah when Miniders, by their mifconduCl, had brought 
the country into danger, and the people, ignorant of their true 
characters, were difpofed to think well of themj the Houfe of. 
Commons, who knew better, (hould endeavour to continue, 
indead of removing their delufion ? His doCtrine would then 
come to this — that implicit confidence in Miniders, fo often 
and fo judly reprobated, was the fird duty of the Houfe j that 
they had nothing to watch, and ought never to inquire. Mo- 
narchy, it was truly faid, was the corner-done of our condi- 
tution, and of all the bledings we enjoyed under it ; but it was 
not the only corner- done ; there was another fully as import- 
ant — the condant jealoufy and vigilance both of the people and 
their reprefentatives, with refpeCt. to all the arts of the execu- 
tive power. 

He! felt himfelf confiderably difappointed by His Majefty’s 
Miniders. He had flattered himfelf that when unanimity was 
fo very deflrable, they would have brought down a meflage from 
His Majedy, calculated to infure it ; that they would not have 
confidered triumphing over the very (mail number to which 
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they boalted of having reduced their opponents, to be a matter 
of fuch confequence, as to call for an addrefs to 'which they 
knew thofe few opponents could not agree, becaufe to do fo 
mull; preclude them from all fubfequent inquiry. If they had 
moved an addrefs, fimply alledging the cordial co-operation of 
the Houfe in profecuting a juft and neceflary war, to a fafe and 
honourable peace, to fuch an . addrefs, whatever might have 
been his opinion of the previous conduct of Minifters, whether 
he had thought it temperate and conciliatory, or arrogant and 
provoking, he ihould have agreed. But the Houfe was now 
called upon to vote that Minifters had given no caufe or provo- 
cation for the war ; to fay that they would enter into no in- 
veftigation of the origin of the war ; to give them indemnity for 
the part, and a promife of fupport for the future. This was 
the mranifeft tendency of the addrefs ; and to prevent the want 
of unanimity, which fuch an addrefs could not but occafton, he 
Ihould move an amendment, in which even the warmeft advo- 
cate of the war might concur, becaufe it exprefled no difappro- 
bation of Minifters, as theirs ought to have exprefled no appro- 
bation. , 

But firft he muft examine the alledged caufes of the war.— 
He would not enter into any of the common-place arguments 
on the miferies and calamities infeparable from war. He did 
not mean to Call them common places in the bad fenfe of the 
words, for they were truths fo familiar to the minds of men, 
that they were never liftened to without aflent ; and, however 
un neceflary it might be to enlorce them by eloquence, or am- 
plify them by declamation, their being univerfally admitted 
was fufticient to prove, that war Ihould never be undertaken 
when peace could be maintained without breach of public 
faith, injury to national honour, or hazards of future fecurity. 
The caufes of war with France were in no refpeft different 
now from what they, were under the Government of Louis 
XIV, or Louis XVI. What then were thefe caufes ; not an 
infult or aggreflion, but a refufal of fatisfa&ion when fpecifi- 
cally demanded; what inftance had Minifters produced of 
fuch demand and of fuch refufal ? He admitted that the decree 
of November 19th, entitled this countryrto require an expla- 
nation ; but even of this they could not fhew that any clear 
and fpeciffc explanation had been demanded. Security that 
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they would not a£t upon that decree was indeed mentioned in 
one of Lord Grenville’s letters, but what kind of fecurity, 
was neither fpccified, nor even named. The fame might be 
faid with refpcft to the opening of the Scheldt, and their con- 
queft of Brabant. We complained of an attack on the lights 
of our ally, we remonftratcd againft an acceffion of territory, 
alarming to Europe ; but we propofed nothing that would be 
admitted as fatisfa&ion for the injury ; we pointed out nothing 
that would remove our alarm. Lord Grenville faid fomething 
about withdrawing their troops from the Anftrian Nether- 
lands; but if by that was undcrftood a requifition to withdraw 
their troops, while they were at war with the Emperor, with- 
out any condition that fuch evacuation of territory conquered 
from the enemy was to be the price of peace, it was fuch an 
infult as entitled them to demand fatisfaclion of us. The 
fame argument applied to their conqucft of Savoy from the 
King of Sardinia, with whom in his opinion they were at war 
as much as with the Emperor. Would it be faid that it was 
our bufinefs only to complain, and theirs to propofe fatisfac- 
■tionr Common fenfe muft fee that this was expelling too 
much from one independent power to another. By what clue 
could they difeover what would fatisfy thofe who did not choofs 
to tell with what they would be fatisfied? How could they 
judge of the too little or the too much ? And was it not na- 
tural for them to fuppofe that complaints for which nothing 
was hated as adequate fatisfa&ion, there was no difpofition to 
withdraw? Yet on. this the whole queftiou of aggreflion 
hinged ; for that the refufal of fatisfa&ion, and not the infult, 
was thc;juftifiablc caufe of war, was not merely his opinion, 
but the opinion of all the writers on the law of nations - x and 
how could that be faid to have been refufed which was never 
a Iked ? He lamented, that at a time when the cleared: interelts 
of the country were at hake, the Houfe lliould have felt fo 
little concern as to deprive him of the opportunity of making 
the motion of which he had given notice, for want of a fuftici- 
ent attendance to ballot for an Election Committee. By that 
motion be meant to prefs for a diftinfl and fpecific declaration 
of the caufes of the war, and had he fucceeded it would have 
had this good effedl, that both we and the enemy would have 
known the grounds of conteft, been able to appreciate them. 



DEBATES. 


A. 1793. 



and the war might have been but of fliort duration. There 
was much in the decree by which the French declared war, 
which could not fairly be alledged as juft caufe of war. But 
under the former good Government of France was it-unufual 
to crowd into a manifefto fetting forth the caufes of war every 
complaint that could be imagined, good, bad and indifferent ? 
It were indeed to be wifhed that nothing were introduced into 
fuch declarations but what was at once true and important ; 
but fuch had not yet been the practice of ftatefmen, who 
feemed more attentive to the number than the validity of their 
complaints. In 1779, the Spanilh declaration was fwelled to 
100 articles; and to examine every article of the prefent 
French declaration would only fhew that thofe who now exer- 
cifed the Executive Government were not wifer than their pre- 
deceffors. 

To have fuffered Earl Gower to remain at Paris, after the 
loth of Auguft, would have implied no recognition of the Go- 
vernment that fucceeded that to which he had Jus formal mif- 
fion, any more than to have negociated with that Government 
in the moft direct and fafe way, in preference to the indiredt 
and hazardous. But the right honourable gentleman, who 
could not get rid of the idea of recognition, exclaimed, 
tc Would you recognize a Government which by its owncon- 
“ fellion is no Government; which declares itfelf only provi- 
4t fional till a Government can be framed?” This he would 
anfwer was the fafell of all recognitions, if a recognition it 
mult be, for the Government being only provifional, we 
could only be underftood to recognize provifionally, and were 
at liberty to a£t as the cafe might require, with any other power 
that might arife in its ilead. But did not hiftory fhcvv us, 
that to treat and to recognize were not confidercd as the 
fame ? Did not we treat with Philip of Spain, as King, at 
the very time that wc were at war to difpute his fuccelfion ; 
and was not the recognition’ of his title, far from being cotifi- 
deredas admitted by us on that account, actually ftipuiated as 
an article of the peace? Did not France, when at war to 
difpute the acccffion of W illiam III. to the throne of Eng- 
land, treat with him as King, and was not the recognition of 
his title alfo made one of the conditions of peace ? Still, 
however, he would admit, that withdrawing our Minifter, or 
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not (ending another, was not a juft caufe of war on the part of 
France ; but could it be denied, that to treat one nation in 4 
manner different from others was a fymptom of hoftility - 
The recalling of Minifters was certainly once confidered as 
an indication of war, for the commercial treaty provided for a 
cafe where no war was declared but by fuch recall. None of 
the alledged grounds in the French declaration could be more 
abfurd, than that the circulation of their aflignats were prohi- 
bited in this country, for that was purely a meafure of internal 
regulation, as much as it would be to prohibit ‘the circulation 
of paper iflued among ourfelves that perhaps flood on a much 
furer capital. Rut even here we were not quite impartial, 
for although that paper was called worth nothing which at 
prefent brought fourteen pence halfpenny for half a crown, the 
paper created by that gigantic aft of fwindling, the aflignats 
ifTued by the leaders of the combined armies, were not cer- 
tainly worth more, but we had not thought it neceflary to for- 
bid the circulation of them ; we had not prohibited the circu- 
lation of American paper even during the war, nor was it at all 
neceflary, fuch paper wanted no prohibition. We had the 
right to prohibit it if we pleafed, but he did not like afligning 
one reafon for a thing when we evidently afted from another. 
Prohibiting the exportation of foreign corn to French ports, 
while it was free to other countries, it was faid, arofe from 
preceding circumflances. According to thefe circumflances 
it might be a juflifiable or unjuflifiable aft of hoftility, but it 
was an aft of hoftility fo fevere that the circumflances which 
juftified it would have juftified a war, and no fuch circum- 
flances, as he had already proved, could be /hewn. The 
Alien bill was not a juft caufe of war, but it was a violation 
of the commercial treaty, both in the letter and the fpirit. — 
The right honourable gentleman faid, the French had made 
regulations in their own country by which the treaty was be- 
fore completely broken and at an end. Did he complain of 
thofe regulations, for it was exprefsly provided by the treaty 
itfelf, that no violation fhould put an end to it till complaint 
was made, and redrefs refufed. But here lay the important 
difference. The French made no regulations that put aliens 
on a different footing from Frenchmen. They made general 
regulations of fafety and police,, as every nation had a right to 
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do. We made regulations affe&ing aliens only ; confeffed to 
be more particularly intended to apply to Frenchmen. It was 
admitted that the French de fired an explanation of thefe regu- 
lations, and that an explanation was refufed them. By us, 
therefore, and not by the French, was the commercial treaty 
broken. Our fending a fquadron to the Scheldt they com- 
plained of as an injury. And here the right honourable gen- 
tleman introduced the popular topic of their charming opera- 
tions in Belgium ; the difturbance of which they thought them- 
felvcs intitled to refent as an aggreflion. He was as little dif- 
pofed to defend their operations in Belgium as the right ho- 
nourable gentleman, although he faw not for what purpofe. 
they were here alluded to, unlefs to inaflme the paflions, and 
miflead the judgement ; but if by that fquadron we had dis- 
turbed them in their operations of war againft the Emperor, 
which he admitted we had not done, they would have had juft 
caufe to complain. Then, fays the right honourable gen- 
tleman, they complain of our conduct on the affli&ing news 
of the murder of their King; what, (hall we not grieve for the 
untimely fate of an innocent Monarch mod cruelly put to 
death by his own fubje&s? Shall we not be permitted to tes- 
tify our forrovv and abhorrence on an event that outrages every 
principle of juftice, and (hocks every feeling of humanity? 
Of that event he (hould never fpeak but with grief and detefta- 
tion. But was the expreffion of our furrow all ? Was not the 
atrocious event made the fubjeft of a meflage from His Ma- 
jefty to both Houfes of Parliament ? And now he would a(k 
the few more candid men who owned that they thought this 
event alone a fufficient caufe of war, what end could be 
gained by farther negociation with Chauvelin, with Maret or 
Dumourier? Did Minifters mean to barter the blood of this 
ill-fated Monarch for any of the points in difpute, to fay the 
evacuation of Brabant (hall atone for fo much, the evacuation 
of Savoy for fo much more? Of this he would accufe no 
man; but on their principle, when the crime was committed, 
negociation mud ceafe. He agreed, however, with the right 
honourable gentleman, and he was glad to hear him fay fo, 
that this crime was no caufe of war ; but if it were admitted, 
it was furely not decent that the fubje& of war (hould never be 
even mentioned without reverting to the death of the King. — 
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When he propofed fending an Ambaftador to France, “ What,’* 
laid the right honourable gentleman, “ fend an AmbalTador to 
4t men that are trying their King.” If we had fent an Am* 
baflador, even then ; had our condudt towards the French been 
more candid and conciliating, the fatal iifue of that trial might 
have been prevented. But, faid the right honourable gentle- 
man, we negociated unofficially. The importance to any 
wife purpofe of this diftin&ion between official and unofficial 
negociation, of this bartering inftead of felling, he could never 
underfland ; but even to this mode of negociating the difmiffion 
of M. Chauvelin put an end. But M. Chauvelin went away 
the very day after he received the order, although he might have 
flayed eight daysand negociated all the while. Was it fo ex- 
traordinary a thing that a man of honour, receiving fuch an 
order, lhould not choofe to run the rifk of infult, by flaying 
the full time allowed him ; or could he imagine that his ready 
compliance with fuch an order would be confidered as an of- 
fence? When M. Chauvelin went away and M. Maret did 
.not think himfclf authorifed to negotiate, Minifters fent a 
meftage to Lord Auckland, to negotiate with General Du- 
mourier, which reached him too late. Admitting this to be a 
proof of their wifli to negociate, while negociation was prac- 
ticable, what was their conduct from the opening of the fef- 
fion? If he or any of his friends propofed to negociate — 
44 Negociate,” they exclaimed, H we are already at war.” 
Now it appeared that they did negociate with unaccredited 
agents,' although the Secretary of State had faid fuch a negocia- 
tion was not compatible with his belief; andlaft of all, ftrange 
conduft- for lovers of peace! they ordered to quit the country 
the only pjerfon with whom they could negociate in their un- 
official way. He was happy to fee the right honourable gen- 
tleman fo much afliamed of this mutilated farce of negociation, 
as to be glad to piece it out with Lord Auckland, and Gene- 
ral Dumourier. Then was alkcd the miferable queflion, 
“ What intereft have Minifters in promoting a war? If, as 
“ it has betn faid, that the Minifters who begin war in this 
** country are never allowed to conclude it ?” Admitting this 
to be true, for which he fawmo good reafon, then furely they 
who endeavoured to avert a war, ought to be allowed fome 
credit for the purity of their motives. But Minifters never 
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opened a fair communication on the points in difpute with 
France. They a died like men afraid of aiking fatisfa&ion, 
for fear that it fhould be granted — of dating the fpccific caufes 
of war, left they fhould lofe the pretext. An opinion fome- 
where dated, had been adverted to, that the people might Con- 
fider this as a war in which Kings were more interefted than 
their fubjedis. He felt great refpedi for monarchy, and it was 
neither his practice nor his inclination to fpeak harfhly of 
Kings. He had already faid, that monarchy was the corner, 
or rather the key-ftone of the Britifh Confti tution, that is li- 
mited, not unlimited monarchy. But with all due reverence 
for crowned heads, was it impoftible to conceive that Kings 
may love, not limited, but unlimited monarchy; and that re- 
finance to the limited monarchy attempted to be eftablifhed in 
France, in the room of the unlimited monarchy, by which that 
country was formerly governed, might have been the true 
caufe of the combination of fome of the crowned heads of Eu- 
rope. Our King had fat too long on the throne of a free king- 
dom, he had had too much experience that love of his people 
was a ftronger defence than guards and armies, to forfeit that 
love, by tranfgrefting the bounds which the Conftitution pre- 
ferred to him, were even his virtues ai\d his wifdom lefs than 
they were known to be. But had not Kings the frailties of 
other men ? Were they not liable to be ill advifed? What 
became of that freedom of fpeech which was the boaft of Par- 
liament, if he might not fuppofe, that by evil counfellors 
their ears might be poifoned, and their hearts deceived? He 
therefore feared, that this war would be fuppofed a war for 
reftoring monarchy in France, and for fupporting rather the 
caufe of Kings, than the caufe of the people. He would be 
the laft to draw a diftindlion of intereft between the rich and 
the poor ; for whatever the fuperficial obferver might think, 
nothing was clearer, when philofophically confidcred, than 
that a man, who was not immediately poflefled of property, 
had as great an intereft in the general prote&ion and fecurity of 
property, as he who was ; and therefore he reprobated all thofe 
calls upon the particular exertions of men of property, as tend- 
ing to excite the idea of an invidious diftin&ion, which did 
not exift in fa£t. When the attack on France was called the 

caufe of Kings, it was not a very witty, but a fufficient re- 
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ply, that oppofing it might be called the caufe of fubjeits. — ■ 
He imputed bad motives to no man, but when actions could 
not be explained on one motive, he had a right to attempt to 
explain them on another. If there were at prefent fuch a fpi- 
rit in this country, as in the beginning of the American war, 
what would be our conduit ? To join the combined powers 
in their war on the internal Government of France. He was 
happy that the public abhorrence of a war on fuch a motive 
was fo great that the right honourable gentleman felt himfelf 
called upon to difclaim it at great length. But how had Minif- 
ters ailed ? They had taken advantage of the folly of the 
French, they had negociated without propofing fpecific terms, 
and then broke off the negociation. At home they had alarm- 
ed the people that their own conftitution was in danger, and 
they had made ufe of a melancholy event, which however it 
might affeit us as men, did not concern us as a nation, to in- 
flame our paflions and impel us to war ; and now that we were 
at war, they durft not avow the caufes of it, nor tell us on 
what terms peace might have been preferved. He rejoiced to 
hear that wc had no treaty with the Emperor. If our motives 
were now fufpeited, he hoped our future conduit Would be 
fuch as to put away fufpicion. If we joined the Emperor and 
the King of Pruflia, we muft make a common caufe with 
them, or ait always with the jealoufy and fufpicion of parties 
either of whom might fecure their own views by a feparate 
peace at the expenie of the reft. When we found ourfelves 
drawn into this common caufe, we might fay that we were 
forced to what we did not intend ; but the fait would be, that 
we ihould be wafting the blood and treafure of the people of 
this country, for an objeit which the people of this country 
difclaim — to enable foreign armies to frame a Government for 
France. Such an inftance would furnilh more arguments 
againft the mechanifm of our Conftitution, than all the writers 
who bad ferutinized its defects. He hoped we neither had 
nor Ihould have any treaty with the combined powers, unlcfs 
‘ our objeits were fpecificalty ftated — but what might be the 
moment of difeufling thefe objeits ? The moment of danger 
and alarm, with the powerful engine, fear, influencing their 
decifion. He underftood, by the promife in His Majefty’s 
fpeech, of employing firm and temperate meafures — he un- 
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derftood firft, remonftrance on the caufes of complaint, then a 
fpeci fic demand of fatisfa&ion, and an armament to give effi- 
cacy to both. On his hope of the firft two he had voted for 
the third. The right honourable gentleman fa id we had re- 
ceived infults that ought not to have been borne for twenty - 
four hours. Thefe were magnifying words. In the affair of 
Nootka Sound the aggreflion by Spain was as direfk and un- 
qualified as any that could be ftated, and yet we had borne it 
for twenty-four days. Why was not the fame courfe pur- 
fued now as then ? He was now called upon, as a Member 
of that Houfe, to fupport HisMajefty in the war, for the war 
was begun, and he would do it ; but he was not pledged to any 
of thofe crooked reafonings on which fome gentlemen ground- 
ed their fupport of Minifters, nor lefs bound to watch them, 
becaufe, by their mifcondudt, we had been forced into a war, 
which both the dignity and the fecurity of Great Britain would 
have been better confulted in avoiding, He was never fan- 
guine on the fucccfs of war. It might be glorious to ourarmy 
and our navy, and yet ruinous to the people. The event of 
the laft campaign — procul abjit omen — and the example of the 
American war, had taught him that we might be compelled to 
make peace on terms lefs advantageous than could have been 
obtained without unlheathing the fword ; and if this might be 
the confequence to us, the confequences to our ally, the 
Dutch, muft be fuch as he would not fuffer himfelf to antici- 
pate. The ordering M. Cbauvelin to depart the kingdom, 
and the flopping the exportation of corn to France, when ex- 
portation was allowed to other countries, were a£ts of hoftility 
and provocation on our part ; which did not allow us to fay, 
as the propofed addrefs fa id; thi.t the war was an unprovoked 
aggreflion on the part of France. Truth and juftice were pre- 
ferable to high-founding words, and therefore he fhould move 
an amendment, containing nothing that was not ftridlly true, 
and in voting which the Houfe might be unanimous. 

He concluded with moving an amendment, to the following 
purport : 

“ We learn, with the utmoft concern, that the Aflembly, 
“ who -now exercife the powers of Government in France, 
“ have directed the commiflion of a&s of hoftility againft the 
'* perfons and property* of your Majefty’s fubjedls, and that 
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“ they have fince actually declared war againft your Majefty' 
“ and the United Provinces, we humjbly beg leave to affure 
“ your Majefty, that your Majefty ’s faithful Commons will 
“ exert themfelves with the utmoft zeal in the maintenance of 
“ the honour of your Majefty’s crown, the vindication of the 
** rights of yodr people, and nothing (hall be wanting on our. 
“ part that can contribute to that firm and effectual fupport 
“ which your Majefty has fo much reafon to expedt from a 
“ brave and loyal people, in repelling every hoftile attempt 
** againft this country, and in fuch other exertions as may be 
“ neceffary to induce France to confent to fuch terms ofpaci- 
** fication as may be confident with the honour of your Ma- 
“ jefty’s crown, the fecurity of your allies, and the interefts of 
** your paople.” 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS faid, that he was certainly defi- 
rous of unanimity, but he could by no means agree to purchafe 
it at the price of adopting the amendment propofed by the right 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Fox) which, under the appear- 
ance of affording fupport to the Executive Government, feem- 
ed totally to take away the idea of any real intentions to do fo. 
For what, he afked, was the tendency of that amendment, and 
of the arguments of the right honourable gentleman Pit was no 
other than this, that they tnuft now fight, becaufe war was de- 
clared by France, but that they were about to engage in a war 
unjuft and unprovoked. Yet he feemed almoft to admit, that 
the French had no juftifiable caufe for a declaration of war ; for 
. though he had made feveral obfervations on the recal of Lord 
Gower, the Alien bill, and one or two other topics, he did not 
feem to confider them to be juft caufes of war. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman, indeed, dwelt rather longer on the fubject 
f the (hips fent to the Scheldt ; but whatever on that head 
might have been alledgcd on the part of France, Minifters 
were entitled to credit, when they folemnly afferted that that 
was done folely with the view to fupport our ally, the Dutch, 
whom they were bound to defend, and with no view to difturb 
the French in Belgia. With refpedt to the murder of the King, 
it had never been mentioned as affording a ground for war with 
France, though it fitrely afforded aiv illuftration of the danger 
of French principles, and to what length they would go, if not . 
fuccefsfully oppofed. The difmiffion of M. Chauvelin had 
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been adverted to and blamed, as putting a (lop to negociation ; 
but the fa£t was, that M. Chauvelin was not difmifled, till af- 
ter he had demanded to be received and acknowledged by this 
Court, as accredited by the Republic ; and therefore it was 
clear, that that was not a meafure whereby an epd was put by 
us to conferences with unaccredited agents. As to the pro- 
priety or impropriety of refufing to acknowledge or receive an 
accredited Ambaflador, he would not at prefent fay any thing. 
Even after an embargo had been laid on our veflels by the French, 
His Majefty’s Minifters had liftencd to thepropofal ofM. Du- 
mourier, which had been mentioned by his right honourable 
friend, and had fent inftruftions to Lord Auckland to enter 
into a conference with him. The chain of reafoning made u/e 
of by the right honourable gentleman in the fubfequent part, of 
his fpecch, appeared to him moll extraordinary ; for it feemed 
to be fo managed, as to leave him an opportunity afterwards of 
attributing the caufe of the war, to a wifli to interfere in the 
polity of France. 

The right honourable gentleman, at the fame time that he 
fuppofed the Emperor of Germany, the King of Pl-uflia, the 
Emprefs of Ruflia, and the King of Spain might wifli to en- 
joy abfolute power, paid many compliments to the King of 
Great Britain, and fuppofed it was impoflible, that after the 
experience of fo many years, his wifdom, juftice, and virtue, 
which were prominent features in his char after, could induce 
him to defire defpotic power. At the fame time he obferved, 
that he was but a man ; that he might poflibly become fond of 
greater power, becaufe he might be foadvifed by his Minifters; 
and it was pretty broadly hinted at the fame time, that liis 
Minifters had perfuaded him to this war. 

But could Minifters, he afked, have any influence in pro- 
ducing that conduft on the part of France which was the caufe 
of the war ? By aggreftion, the right honourable gentleman 
had faid, you provoke France to war, and in the progrefs of 
that war, you may contrive to aferibe it to a different caufe 
form what is at prefent held forth. W ft complain of the decree 
of the 19th of November, and of the declaration re fpe fling the 
Scheldt. The murder of the King of France is, no doubt, 
another ground of complaint, though we do not confider it as 
a caufe of war. We complain alfo of the addrefles from So- 
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cieties in this country being received in the manner they were 
by the Convention. Thefe caufes of complaint would not 
fufely be attributed to Minifters, nor would any perfon fuppofe 
that Bariow and Froft were fent by them to Paris. It has been 
urged, in explanation of the decree of the 19th of November, 
that France only offered her afliftance and fraternity, when the 
whole country had agreed, in which cafe any afliftance from 
them would be unneceflary ; but at any rate, they referve to them- 
fclves the power of judging when they will join an infurrec- 
tion in any foreign country, the dangerous confequences of 
which muft be apparent. Their anfvvcr on the buflnefs of the 
Scheldt is, that at the end of the war, they would leave the 
Belgians and Dutch to fettle the matter betwixt themfelves. 
Was that a way of talking on a matter folemnly fettled and 
guaranteed by various exifting treaties r But when were they 
to leave the matter to be fettled by the Belgians ? They are to 
do fo, they fay, whenever the Belgians fliall have confolidated 
their liberty ; that is, when under the influence of the French 
arms, they (hall have adopted a conftitution on the principles 
of their fuppofed liberty ; or, in other words, when they have 
in fadt become fubjecl to France. That explanation the French 
had given as their ultimatum. M. Chauvelin, prior to his dif- 
miilion, had demanded to be received as accredited from the 
Republic. He had formerly been received as the Ambaflador 
of the murdered King ; he had been treated with all proper 
rcfpedh Whether,- after the commiihon of that atrocious a£t, 
he could have been allowed to remain, and received as accre- 
dited from the Republic, he would leave to the feelings of gen- 
tlemen to determine. It had been laid that >his was a war 
without an object, and that it was unjull and unneceflary. In 
anfwer to this, he would beg leave to refer to a paper deli- 
vered by Lord Grenville to M. Chauvelin, in which, after ftat- 
ing certain matters which had given caufe of offence to this 
' country, a requifmon is made, in the moil di Hindi and precife 
terms, that France fhould renounce all views of aggrandize- 
ment ; fhould confine herfelf within her own territories, and 
fhould defift from violating the rights of other nations. France 
has now made a declaration of war, and proceeded to hoftjlitie? 
•gainft this country, without any offence on our part, and with- 
out previous notice. As to the fuppofed treaty with the Empc- 
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r or, -which had been talked of, although he had formerly Hated” 
that there was no fuch treaty exifting in January, he hoped he 
would not be fo far mifunderftood as to lead to a fuppofition 
that His Majefty’s Minifters would not now endeavour to 
bring down every power on earth to aflifl them againfl France. 
Upon the fubjcCt of the proclamation, prohibiting the (ending 
corn to France, he had been correCt in his former ftatement, 
which was a neceflary meafure of precaution for the purpole 
of crippling the French. 

The right honourable gentleman had obferved, that his 
amendment to the addrefs was very innocent, and that every 
gentleman in the Houfe might fafely vote it. The right ho- 
nourable Secretary obferved, it was fo innocent, that it would 
be very pernicious, by withholding the approbation of the 
Houfe, in the prefent crilis, to the meafurcs of Government. 
They were going to war, becaufe war had been declared by 
France, without any provocation on the part of Great Bri- 
tain, in violation of the law of nations, and contrary to the 
moft folcmn engagements of treaties. They went to war to 
fecure the belt iuterefls .of this country, by effectually oppofing 
a fyftem of principles which, unlefs they were crufhed, would 
neceffarily end in the deftruCtion of this and of every other 
country. 

Mr. FOX explained. 

The honourable P. C. WYNDHAM argued in fupport of 
the amendment. He thought there was fomething very myi- 
terious in the prefent war, and that Adminiilration were much 
to blame. They had made no allowance for the novelty of 
that fituation in which France was placed. He declared that 
he fliould vote for the amendment, though in a minority of 
only five. 

Mr. BURKE began with declaring, that, in his opinion. 
His Majefty's Min filers had clearly and explicitly juftified their 
own condud. The right honourable gentleman on the fame 
bench with him, who moved the amendment to the addrefs, in 
framing his motion. Teemed to get into the fituation which all 
thofe mult do who wifh apparently to reconcile what is eflen- 
tially contradictory : it had indeed the appearance of a flrata- 
gem — he would vote an addrefs, enabling the executive go- 
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vernment to carry on war, although he did not approve the 
coniJudl of Minifters. 

The right honourable gentleman had, on a former occafion, 
lamented the fmallnefs of his party, and it now Teemed as if 
that party endeavoured to make amends for the fmallnefs of 
their numbers by the difcordance of their voices. He ima- 
gined Tome of them would find it difficult to acceunt for their 
conduit in oppofing the meafures of Minifters on the prefent 
critical occafion. In their ccnfures on France gentlemen had 
ihewn a great deal of dexterity ; but it certainly had too much 
the appearance of ftratagem. The right honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Fox) had complained* of the mifreprefentation of his ex- 
preflions in that Houfe — to him it appeared very extraordinary 
how a perfon of talents, fo clear, fo powerful, and fo perfpi- 
cuous, could poflibly be mifunderftood — how a perfon who 
took fo much pains by repetition, and going over the fame 
grounds again and again, to bring his fuperior powers to the 
low level of the vulgar eye, could poflibly be fubjeit to mifre- 
prefentation — how a gentleman, whofe friends out of doors 
negledfced no human art to difplay his talents to their utmoft 
advantage, and to detail his fpeeches to the Public in fuch a 
manner, that he, though a dole obferver of the right honour- 
able gentleman, had never been able to recollect a fingle idea 
of his that efcaped the indnftrious attention of his friends to 
difclofe to the Public, while thofe of a right honourable friend 
of his (Mr. Windham), whofe abilities were equal to his vir- 
tues, were fo mangled and fo confufcd in the reports that were 
made of them, as to be utterly unintelligible to the Public. - 
But that the right honourable gentleman fhould be mifrepre- 
fented or mifunderftood, under fuch favourable circumftances, 
was hard indeed. The right honourable gentleman had faid 
-that he hoped he was not reputed an advocate for France. 
To this he would fay, that if the caufe of France was an ho- 
neft caufe, it was jufticc to this country, and to mankind, to 
undertake her. defence. The true fkill of an advocate was, to 
put forward the ftrong part of his client’s cafe, and glofs over 
or hide the weak ; to exhibit all its right in the brighteft point 
of view, and palliate the wrong ; when he could no longer, 
palliate, to contrive that the puniihmeht fhould be as flight as 
poflible, or to bring his writ of error, and by every quirk 
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evade it as well as he could ; and no man poflefled that power 
in a greater degree than the right honourable gentleman. To 
his fpeeches lie'al ways attended with admiration and refpedl ; 
that which he had juft heard on the prefent occaOon he could 
not help eftimating at a I efs account, as he had read every part 
of it in Monf. Briflot’s Speeches in the National Convention, 
one part only excepted, and that part was, “ that France had 
“ ufed every incans to conciliate the regards and good-will of 
** Great Britain.’’ The right honourable gentleman had taken 
great pains to acquit himfelf, and apologife for his vehement 
endeavours to exculpate France from the charge of aggrellion : 
he profefled that he was ahnoft at a lofs to fee what it was that 
made him fo prompt to exculpation. If France meant no- 
thing but what was good, and England nothing but what was 
bad, he certainly owed no apology for the part he took in her 
caufe. But to take the right honourable gentleman’s fpeech in 
a ferious view, it infinuated that the charge of the French was, 
that the King of Great Britain had brought on, or determined 
on war again!! the fenfe of his Minifters, again!! the fenfe of 
the Parliament, and again!! the fenfe of the People, in order 
to augment his own power. If this was the cafe, Minifters 
had betrayed their country by their acquiefcence, and it was 
/the duty of the Houfe to addrefs the King to remove them, 
and put into their place thofe whom they thought more fit for 
advice, more fit to do the duty of a Minifter, and more likely 
to pofiefs the confidence of the nation, if fuch there were. 
The right honourable gentleman had contended, that when 
Minifters brought the nation into war, they fhould declare how 
they intended to profecute it, to what degree they intended to 
carry it, and what the objed! of it was. For his part, he had 
never heard or read of any fuclxprinciple in theory, or of any 
fuch practice. The firft queftidfc he conceived to be, whether 
there was juft caufe or foundation for the war? The fecond, 
how it Ihould be carried on to the greateft effedl ? — He faid, 
that in no inftance whatever had any power, at the commence- 
ment of a war, declared what period was intended to end it, 
what means to carry it on, or what the objed! of it was. It 
was contrary to the policy of this and every other country ; it 
was never heard of. In this, and in every cafe of the kind, 
the common objed! of the alliance Ihould be purfued to gain 
I 
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the grand end. War had been declared by the Frpnch ; but 
they had not declared that they did not intend the ruin, the de- 
finition, and total fubverfion of this country, and every efta- 
blilhment in it. Was it pretended that they had done, in de- 
claring war, that which gentlemen had preferibed as the duty 
of this country ? No ; they declared war with the profefied 
intention to bring it in the molt formidable (hape, attended 
with infurreftion and anarchy, into the bowels of this country, 
to ftrike at the head of the Stadtholder, and to put no limits to 
their views in the war, while gentlemen would have Britain 
cramped and tied by a premature declaration of her object. 
As to the fentiments of the right honourable gentleman refpec- 
ting the declaration of a fpecific object of the w r ar, as well as 
the delicacy of interfering in the internal government of 
France, were they adopted by the Houfe, this (hould be their 
language — “ France l you have endeavoured to deftroy the rc- 
** pofe of all the countries of Europe, and particularly of 

England : you have reduced your own country to anarchy 
“ and ruin, and murdered your King ; neverthelefs, you may 
** be allured, that, however horrible your crimes, though to 

the murder of your King you fhould add that of his infant 
“ fon, his unfortunate Queen and filler, and the whole re- 
** mains of his family, not one hair of your heads fhall be 
€i hurt. You may war againll us, threaten us with dellruc- 
** tion, and bring ruin to our very doors, yet fhall you not be 
“ injured.” — Was ever, he exclaimed, fuch a declaration made 
in fuch circumllances ? Much pains had been taken by the 
right honourable gentleman to make light of the power of 
France, and to perl'uade the Houfe that there was nothing to 
be feared from it. He would anfwer this by fhewing what 
tile right honourable gentleman had faid on a former occa- 
fion. Here he began to re 4 d a part of a fpeech fpoken by 
Mr. Fox on the commercial treaty, ftrongly demonftrative of 
the necelfity of keeping down the overgrown power of 
France. 

The SPEAKER called Mr. Burke to oj*der ; it being dif- 
orderly to read any debate on a former occalion. 

Mr. BURKE faid he would beg leave to read from a pam- 
phlet in his hand. [The Houfe called Read ! Read !J Here he 
read from a fpeech of Mr. Fox’s, that the effect of all pur 
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wars had been carried on with a view to reprefs the power of 
France, and to fupport all the other powers of Europe againft 
her ; that France only changed her means, but that her ends 
were, ever the fame 

The SPEAKER again interrupted Mr. Burke, and requeu- 
ed that he would abftain from reading, as he knew it was 
againft the orders of the Houfe. 

Mr. BURKE faid he could not but lament that the rules of 
the Houfe fometimes weakened the force of argument ; but 
he conlidered order to be fo far more neceflary than argument, 
that he would willingly forego the latter to maintain the for- 
mer. To return, therefore, to his argument, without the 
conclufive aid he (hould derive from the gentleman’s own lan- 
guage, in the book in his hand, he contended that the whole 
body of policy of this country for ages was, that whatever 
country was the enemy of France, was naturally the ally of 
Great Britain. If that opinion was founded in true policy 
before the revolution, “ let us try,” faid he, “ what reafon there 
“ is to alter that opinion fince.” If the new Republic have 
fhewn no difpofition to increafe her dominions, if (he has not 
annexed Savoy, Avignon, Liege, Nice, &c., to her territorial 
pofteftions, if (he has not declared war againft all fublifting 
Governments, and confifcated the properties of a corporation, 
if (he had not held out the maflc of confraternity as a fignal 
and temptation to rebellion in all countries, but particularly in 
England, then ftatefmen have a right to change their opinions 
and fyftems of policy with refpedt to her. 

Unlimited monarchy, the right honourable gentleman had 
faid, was the object againft which France directed the (hafts 
of enmity. But he would be glad to know whether gentlemen 
would pretend to fay that (he was a friend to limited monar- 
chy ? No ; (he was an enemy to limited monarchy, as mo- 
narchy, and to the limitation, as limitation. The ariftocracy 
of this country, all corporations, all bodies, whether civil or 
eccle(iaftic, were the objects of her enmity. She (hewed the 
moft determinate malice, in the moft exprefs terms, againft 
all parts of the Britifh Government, equally to thofe that limit 
or fupport monarchy ; not to this or to that, but to the whole. 
If conquered by Louis XVI., we might be fure of Our efta- 
bli(hed forms being unmolefted ; but if by her, of total ex- 
Vol. XXXIV. 3Q. 
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ilnftion. Gentlemen had, with much pertinacity, a Heed, 

Haye you alked fatisfaftion for this ? ” This, he contend- 
ed, was all an error, either <of mifconception or of will. 
The afts of France were afts of hodility to this country ; 
her whole fydem, her fpeech, every decree, and every aft, be- 
fpokc an intention preclufive of accommodation. No man, 
he would venture to fay, had a more lively lenfe of the impor- 
tance of the queftion before the Houfe, or of the evils of war, 
than himfclf ; a war with France, under fuch circumftances 
as now governed her conduft, mud be terrible, hut peace much 

more fo. A nation that had abandoned all its valuable diftinc- 

* 

tions, arts, fciences, religion, law, order, eye ry thing but the 
fword, was mod formidable and dreadful to all nations com- 
poled of citizens who only ufed foldiers as a defence ; as fuch, 
France Ihould be refilled with fpirit, vigour, and temper, 
without fear or fcruple. In a cafe of fuch importance to this 
country, and to mankind, as the prefent, gentlemen Ihould 
examine whether they had any finider motive, as if in the 
Divine Prefence, and aft upon jthe pure reful.t of that exami- 
nation. He declared he had -no hefitation to pronounce, as if 
before that Prefence, that Miniders had not precipitated the 
nation into a war, but were brought to it by oyer-ruling nc- 
ceflity. 

“ I poflTefs,” faid he, ** as deep a fenfe of the fevere indie- 
A< tions of war as any man can poflibly do. 

Trembling I touch it, but with honed heart.” 

I always held it as one of the lad of eviis, and willi only to 
adopt it now from the conviftion that at no didant period we 
Ihould be obliged to encounter it at much greater difadvantage. 
For four years pad it has grieved me to the foul, it almod re- 
duced me to death, when I obferved how things were going 
on, and felt my utmod exertions unable to produce upon the 
Government of the country, .or in the public mind, the danger 
that approached them. At length the infatuation was re- 
moved — Miniders awoke to the peril that menaced them ere 
it was too late ; and our enemies, finding thofe arts fail in 
which they fo much confided, are reduced to attack us in open 
war, and have declared againd us. He Ihould therefore give 
.them his clear, deady, uniform, unequivocal fupport j not as 
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fome gentlemert did, pretend fupport on one day, to lelfim 
their authority, impair their power, and obftru& their plans on 
another, but in the fulleft manner he could. If any charge 
was to be laid to the fhare of Minifters, it was that of too long 
delay ; but if from that delay any accident fhoUld arife from 
want of timely precaution, he would acquit them of it, know- 
ing, as he did,- that it was not poflibl'e for them, with pru- 
dence, to do otherwife, for had they done it at an earlier pe- 
riod they would not have been fupported. In his oppofition 
to the views and proceedings of France for two years, he was 
convinced he had not the feelings of the nation ; nor was it till’ 
full-blown mifchief had alarmed- the People, and roufed the 
King, that the Government could have had a' proper fupport. 
For his part, he thought himfelf bound in honour to fupport 
Minifters ; and,- if bound to fupport them, certainly to oppofe 
thofe who a£ted adverfely to them.- From fuch men, men who 
could neither vindicate the principles nor deny the power of 
France, yet impeded the meafures taken to fecure Us againft 
that power,- he differed fundamentally and 1 eileiiti’ally in every 
principle of morals,- in every principle of manners, in fenti- 
ment, in difpofvtion,- and in tafte.- France, he faid> had for 
fome time been in a continual feries of hoftile a£ls againft this*- 
country,- both external and internal ; firft, it dire£ted its pur- 
fuits to univerfal empire,- under the name of fraternity, to over- 
turn the fabric of our laws and government ; next, it invented 
a new law of nations, fublidi-ary to that intention ; then ; a£lcd’ 
on that law. Next, it had dire&ed the principal operations of 
that law to Great Britain ; and laftly, eftubliihed a horrible ty- 
ranny within hcrfclf, chafed every honeft perfon out- of i-t, held 
out temptations the mod feduitive to the unenlightened lower 
order of all countries, and furnilhed inftruments ‘for the over- 
throw of thjir government. The putting the King of France 
to death was done, not as an example to France, not to extin- 
guilh the race, not to put. an end to monarchy, but as a terror 
to monarchs, and particularly to the Monarch of Great Bri- 
fain. This new-created empire of theirs, Mr. Burke faid, . 
was only fccondary to the aecomplilhment of their plans of 
fhaking all governments. This had been prolcffcd out of the 
mouth of their Minifter Cambon. He declared that the limits 
of their empire fhould be thofe that nature had fet to them, 

3 0 . 2 



484 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

not thofe of juftice and reafon ; that is to fay, the fea on one 
fide, and the Alps and the Rhine on the other, together with 
a large cut of the Appenines, and all for the benefit of man- 
kind, of liberty and equality. Should we be deterred by our 
wealth from refilling thefe outrages ? They dire&ed their in- 
ve&ives and reproaches more at England than any other place. 
They executed their unhappy, innocent Monarch, whom they 
well knew to be no tyrant, principally, as they alledged, for a 
warning to all other tyrants, and an example to all other na- 
tions. Even a few hours after the execution of Louis XVI. 
their Minifter of Juftice, Garat, addrefling the Convention, 
faid, “ We have now thrown down the gauntlet to a tyrant, 
“ which gauntlet is the head of a tyrant.” He next read the 
declaration of the Members who voted for the death of the 
King, fome faying, “ The tree of liberty could not flourilh 
** till fprinkled with the blood of tyrants ;” others declaring, 
“ That kings were no longer ufeful but in their deaths,” &c. 

Gentlemen had faid, that if Lord Gower had been left at 
Paris, or another Ambaflador had been fent in his place, the 
unhappy fate of the King of France might have been prevent- 
ed. This, he faid, was anfwered by the fate of the King of 
Spain’s Ambaflador, who had made, at the defire of his Court, 
a requifition, but was refufed. The murder of the King was 
intended only as a ftep to the murders of the other Kings of 
Europe, for they had declared that no monarchical country 
could have alliance with them : this, too, at the very moment 
that they were affe£ting to conciliate and explain away the de- 
cree of the 19th of November. War with the chatteau, and 
peace with the cottage, was the plan of their new fyflem : 
wherever their power extended, they put the poor to judge 
upon the life and property of the rich ; they formed a corps of 
defertion, a corps of afiaflination, and gave a penfion to the 
wife and children of the aflafllh that was put to death for at- 
tempting to murder the King of Pruflia. They declared all 
treaties with defpots void; they were outlaws of humanity, 
and uncommunicable people, who acknowledged no God but 
the facred right of infurre£tion, nor any law but the fove- 
reignty of the people, nor had any judges but fans culottes, 
whom they made arbiters of the lives and properties of all. 
As to the rights of the poor, he hoped he underftood them as 



A. 1793* DEBATES. 485 

well as the right honourable gentleman ; the riches of the rich 
were held in truft for the poor ; this the common people little 
under flood, nor could they be made to underftand it, if people 
held out falfe communications to corrupt them. Here he read 
a part of a letter from Dumourier, General of the bare-breech- 
ed corps, to Anacharfis Cloots, Orator of the naked pofte- 
riors. In this letter, after defcribing the bleffings of Atheifm, 
and that which he called liberty, he fays, “ thefe are the 
“ fweets of philofophy ! What pity it is that bayonets and 
“ cannon are the necedary means of propagating it.” Athe- ► 
ifm, he faid. Was the center from which ray out all their mif- 
chiefs and villanies, and they proceed to edablifh it with the 
fword. 

He readily allowed that this was the mod dangerous war we 
were ever engaged in ; that we were to contend with a fet of 
men now inured to warfare, and led on by enthufiafm and the 
ardour of conqueft to fuch a degree, that they bartered the arts, 
commerce, induftry, manufactures, and civilization itfelf, for 
the fword. The alliances we may form, give, however, a 
good profpeCt of fubduing them ; whereas, were they allowed 
to proceed, we may fingly and in the end become their eafjr 
prey. Our riches would be no impediment to us ; provided 
we ufed them properly, they would more benefit than injure 
us in a war, provided that, in time of danger, we were more 
induftrious to fecure than to enjoy them. He then recited a 
variety of inftances in which the French manifested the moft 
envious and malignant difpofition towards this country, and 
left no effort untried to do it every poffible mifehief. He read 
from the Moniteur of M. Condorcet an account of the meet- 
ing of the Englifh Friends of the People in Paris ; their addrefs 
to the National Convention ; with their fraternal reception, 
and their toads after dinner. Of the latter, one was, the 
health of Citizens Fox, Mackintofh, Sheridan, Paine, Bar- 
low, and the other friends of liberty who enlightened \he Peo- 
ple of England. 

Should we be deterred by our wealth from redding thefe 
outrages ? What ! exclaimed he, fliall we live in a tempo- 
rary, abjeCt date of timid eafe, to fatten ourfelves like fwine 
to be killed to-morrow, and to become the eafier and better 
prey ? No ; God forbid I If we have the fpirit that has ever 
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(fiftingui filed Britons, that very wealth will be our ftrength,-. 
with which we ihall be more than a match for their blind fury. 
“With regard to the means the French have of carrying on the 
War, the plan of fupply they had propofed was worthy of at- 
tention. Their Miniftef ftated, that the country had been* 
purged of 70,000 men of property,- all of whofe effects were to* 
be confiscated, to the amount of 200 millions fieri ing. Thus,- 
Bite a band of robbers in a cave,- they were reckoning the 
ftrength of their plunders. He faid that they had two terms' 
for railing fupplies — Confiscation and Loan. The common 
people were relieved by confiscation of the property of the rich ;> 
and they reckoned on the confiscation of property in every 
country they entered 1 , with the brotherly intent of fraternizing,- 
as a Sufficient fupply for their exigencies in that country, and 
their' refourcc for making war ; thus they made war Supply 
them with plunder,, and plunder with the means of war. The 
right honourable gentleman (Mr.- Fox) had- Spoken with Some 
afperity of an intention in Miniftcrs to reftore the ancient Go- 
vernment. He would wot compare that Government with the 
Government of Groat Britain ; but certain it was, that it 
would be- felicity and comfort, compared to theprefent ftate of 
tyranny excrcifed in France ; fbv the very fame papers out of 
which he had read the extrails before, contained the melan- 
choly account that 30,000 manufacturers were pcrifhing for 
Want, in Lyons alone. Thus their enormities have produced 1 
rnifery ; their mifery will drive them to defpair ; and out of 
that defpair they will look for a remedy in the deftruilion of 
all other countries, and particularly that of Great Britain. 

Mr. SHERIDAN began with faying, that in one circum-- 
ftance alone in the prefent debate, he felt himfelf actuated- by 
feelings and- motives Similar to thofe profefledby the honourable 
Member. The honourable gentleman had declared .that he 
did not Speak to Support the Minifter,- for his cafe had been fo- 
perfectly made out by himfelf that it needed no Support ; but 
that he rofe folely to repel the infinuations and charges of his- 
right honourable friend (Mr. Fox),, fo he could Sincerely declare 
that he had no thoughts oS attempting to-give additional weight* 
to the arguments by which his right honourable friend had, in- 
his judgement, refuted thofe of the Minifter. He was pro-- 
Voked to rife Solely by the infinuations and charges of the laft 
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speaker againft his right honourable friend. Never had he be- 
fore indulged himfelf in fuch a latitude of ungoverned bitter- 
<nefs and fpleen, towards the man he {till occafionally profef- 
fed fo much to refpedt. His ridicule of the fmallnefs of the 
number of friends, left to th£ objeft of his perfecution, ill be- 
came him of all mankind ; but he truited, that however fmall 
that number was, there ever would be found among them, 
men not afraid upon fuch a fubjecl to oppofe truth and temper, 
ito pa (lion and declamation, however eloquently urged, or how- 
ever clamorously applauded. 

They were ftyled by the honourable gentleman a phalanx, and 
;he ftyled the .amendment of his right honourable friend a ftrata- 
gem to keep this phalanx together, who had been otherwife, 
it feems, endeavouring to make up for the fmallnefs of their 
numbers by the contrariety of their opinions ; an odd deferip- 
■tion of a phalanx ; no, he would never have given them that 
appellation, if he had not known the contrary of this to be the 
{ruth. He knew well their title to the character he had given 
them, and that a phalanx, whatever its extent, muft con lift of 
a united band, acting in a body, animated by one foul, and 
purfuing its object with identity of fpirit, and unity of effort. 
His right honourable friend's purpofe then, in this amendment, 
muft have been, as he had ftated it himfelf, to reconcile thofe 
.differences of opinion in other quarters to which he had ex- 
prefely alluded, and not thofe which exifted no where but in 
{he imagination of the man who he believed had at leaft ex- 
haufted all power of fplittiog or dividing farther. But what 
fuggefted to him it muft be a ftratagem of his right honourable 
tfriend’s? Was he a man prone to ftratagems ? At any other time 
he would truft to his candour even - for an anfwer — for if ever 
there was a man who difdained ftratagems by nature, who 
Jcnew how to diftinguifh between craft and wifdom, between 
crookednefs and policy, who loved the ftraight path, and 
jbmetimes even without looking to the end, becaufe it was 
ftraight, it was the very perfon whom lie now arraigns for craft 
and trick. 

The next object of his farcafm was, his right honourable 
friend’scomplaining of being fo often mifreprefented — >“ Pity,’* 
fays the honourable Member, u that a gentleman who exprelfes 

himfelf fo clearly, and who repeats fo pjych, Ihould be fo 



PARLIAMENTARY 


A. 1793, 


4S8 

** liable to be mifapprehended.” A pity, certainly, but not 
much to be wondered at, when mifapprehenfion was wilful, 
and milreprefentation ufeful. The honourable Member had 
only miftaken his own facility in perverting, for his antagonift’s 
difficulty in explaining. But another grievance was, that, 
however mifunderftood in that Houfe, thefe fame fpeeches 
were detailed with great diftindtnefs and care in the public 
prints, while thofe of an honourable friend near him (Mr. 
Windham) were, as he declared, perfedlly mangled and mif- 
reprefented. There was no ftratagem to be fure in this infi- 
nuation, but was there much candour in it? Did any one 
living know better than he who made the infinuation, that no- 
thing could exceed the carelelfiiefs of his honourable friend 
(Mr. Fox) to the reprefentation of his fpeeches out of doors ? 
he believed he had never feen, touched, revifed, or printed, a 
fingle line he had fpoken in Parliament in his life, or caufed 
it to be done for him. If either friends or judicious editors 
were the- more attentive to the talk, he thought they did credit 
to themfelves, and an important fervice to the Public at large : 
not lefs candid was it to inlinuate a purpofed mifreprefentation 
of another Member’s (Mr. Windham) fpeeches. He claimed 
as long and as intimate a friendlhip with that gentleman as the 
right honourable Member who appeared fo tremblingly alive 
for his fame ; he thought equally highly of him in many re- 
fpedfcs : but he mult in the franknefs of friendlhip take the li- 
berty of faying, that though no man had more information to 
ground argument upon, more wit to adorn that argument, or 
logic to fupport it ; yet that the faculty, which had been rather 
fneered at in his right honourable friend, namely that of render- 
ing himfelf perfedUy perfpicuous and intelligible to every ca- 
pacity, was not the diltinguilhing charadteriftic of that gentle- 
man’s eloquence. He was apt fometimes to fpin a little too fine, 
and therefore it was poflible, without any corrupt partiality on 
the part of the reporters of the debates, that his right honourable 
friend’s (Mr. Fox) fpeeches might be given with a fuperior 
degree of perfpicuity. 

He now proceeded to difeufs Mr. Burke’s other attacks on 
Mr. Fox ; he was charged with a dereliction of principle in 
having that day omitted to exprefs his apprehenlion of the en- 

creafe of French power, be the French Government what it 
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may : certainly Mr. Fox had not faid one word upon that fub- 
je£t in his fpeech that day, but had he not in every one of his va- 
rious previous fpeeches in this feflion diftin£tly and raoft for- 
cibly avowed and urged his fentiments ontnat head? How 
pleafant to obferve a gentleman, who begins his fpeech with' 
taunting his right honourable friend for repeating things toooften, 
reproach him in the next fentence for avoiding a repetition the 
mod unneceiTary he could have -fallen into ! But if the re- 
proach was on that ground extraordinary, it was dill more ex- 
traordinary that the general obfervation itfelf Ihould come 
from the quarter from which it proceeded ! A dread of France 
it feemed ought to be a fundamental principle in the mind of 
a Britifh datefman ; no alteration in her Government can 
change this principle, or ought to fufpend this apprehenfion, 
and who was the gentleman fo tenacious of this creed ? The 
only man in all England who had held the diredtly contrary 
do£lrinc ; had he or could we have forgot that in his very firll 
contemptuous revilings at their revolution, only in the lad fef- 
fion of Parliament, he had exprefsly fcornedand infulted them 
as a nation extinguidied for ever, and to be feared no more, 
and all in confequence of the change in their Government ; 
that he defcribed the country as a gap and chafm in Europe. 
Their principles had done more, faid he, than a thoufand 
fields like Blenheim or Ramillies could have effected againft 
them ; had they even got power by their crimes, like the ufur- 
pation of Cromwell, he could have refpedled or feared them at 
lead, but they were blotted out of the European map of power 
for ever ! And the hiftorian had only to record “ Gallos olim 
“ hello floriujje” — yet this very gentleman, faid Mr. Sheridan, 
having lad year exprelfed all this with as much heat as he had 
this year .expreflcd the contrary fentiment, arraigns my right ho- 
nourable friend for having omitted to re-ccho fora Angle hour 
his unalterable appreheniions of the power of France, be the 
changes of its Government what they may. 

It was it ill more curious to obferve the manner of attempt- 
ing to charge this circumdance on his right honourable friend. 
A book was produced, andhc was proceeding to read a former 
fpeech of his (Mr. Fox’s) as if he had ever once rctra&ed'his 
opinion on this fubjeft. When the Speaker calle<^j|^m to or- 
der, the honourable gentleman did not feem to take the inter- 
Vo l, XXXIV, . % R 
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ruption kindly, though certainly he ought to have been grate* 
ful for it ; for never, fure, was man, who had a greater inte- 
reft in difcouraging the pradtice of contrafting the part and pre- 
lent fpeeches, prihciples, and profeflions of any public man. 
Was the honourable gentleman ready to invite fuch a difeuf- 
fion refpe&ing himfelf? If he were, and his con fiftency could 
be matter of regular queftion in that Houfe, he did not fcruple 
to aflert that there was fcarcely an iota of his new prihciples to 
which there was not a recorded contradict ion in his former 
profeflions. Let a fet of his works be produced, one Member 
might read, paragraph by paragraph, his prefent doCtrines, 
and another fhould refute every fyllable of them out of the pre- 
ceding ones ; it was a confolat ion to thofe who differed from 
his new principles to know were to refort for the beft antidote 
to them. 

His next accufation againft the mover of the amendment was, 
that he fhould have put the queftion on fo mean an ifliie, as 
whether the a&ual hoftile overt-a<5ls committed by France, 
had been fufficiently explained and difowned to this country. 
This it feemed was contemptible, it was a war againft the 
principles of the French Government we were to engage in, 
and not on account of their petty aggreffions againft us ; and 
therefore it followed, that it was to be a war to exterminate 
either them or their principles. The doflrine he thought both 
wild and deteftable \ but admitting that it was right, the ho- 
nourable gentleman rauft yet extend his fcorn and his rebuke 
to the Minifter, as well as to Mr. Fox, for though they dif- 
fered in their conclufion, they had difeuffed the grounds of the 
war precifely on the fame principle and footing. The ho- 
nourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) differed equally from both, 
or more rather from the Minifter, with refpeCt to the profefted 
motives and obje&s of the war, than from thofe who oppofed 
the war. In this view he thought it moft unmanly and unwar- 
ranted in the Minifter to fit ftill and liften to thefe inflam- 
matory rants, and even to cheer the war fong of this honour- 
able gentleman, 

• ■ ■ ■» — —-quo non prgeftantior ullus, 

./Ere ciereviros martemque accendere cantu. 
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when at the fame moment he knew, and had even juft declared, 
that the war was undertaken upon principles* and for purpofes 
diametrically oppofite to thofe upon which he fuffered the 
Houfe to be heated and milled by a fpirit of vengeance and 
quixotifm, which it was his duty to oppofe and reftrain. 

With the fame perfevering purpofe of inflaming and mi Head- 
ing, the honourable gentleman had read fo much from the 
cruel and unjuft proceedings againft the late unfortunate Mo- 
narch, and from various other French publications. This ha- 
bit of picking out all the hot, wrong-headed, and dilgufting 
things, faid or written by individuals in France, would never 
be fo conftantly reforted to for a fair purpofe. The compila- 
tion on this principle, avowed by the T reafury, and fo often 
quoted by the honourable Member, was an unworthy expedi- 
ent, particularly as it had been done at a time when we ftill 
profefled our hope and defire of peace. What, if a conduit 
like this had been purfued in France ? If, when the Conven- 
tion came to deliberate on war and peace, and to decide on the 
provocations alledged to have been given by our Government, 
pamphlets had been given to the Members at the door of the 
Convention, containing extrails from all the various fpeeches 
of that right honourable gentleman fince the firft revolution- 
containing, in appearance, every thing that the fcorn of pride, 
the frenzy of paftion, and the bitternefs of malice could have 
urged againft them, from the very outfet ; and afluming the ' 
applaufe of his hearers to be the will of the Government, and 
to fpeak the voice of the people ? If to thefe had been added 
every furious and indecent paragraph that had appeared in our 
publications, and efpecially in prints conneiled with Admint- 
ftration, what would have been our opinion of fuch a proceed- 
ing at fuch a time ? And what our indignation, if we learned 
that this had not been a work hatched in the dens and caverns 
of favage murderers, and foes to peace, but that it had been 
produced under the direction of the Executive Council itfclf, 
and at the very moment that they were profelling their defire of 
avoiding hoftilities with us, and of promoting a good under- 
ftanding ? The honourable Member would have been among 
the firft to have quoted fuch a conduct in them as a new proof 
•f mean hypocrify and determined malice. 

3 R a 
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The addrefsand toads of an idle dinner of Englifli and others, 
at White's in Paris, was the next fubjeCt of the honourable 
Member’s alarm and inveCtive. And' to aggravate the hprror 
of this meeting, the Houfe was allured, that at it were drank 
the healths of Mr. Fox and Mr. Sheridan. The infinuation 
was fcarcely worth noticing, nor fhould he have adverted to it, 
but juft to lhew how well entitled the honourable gentleman 
was to the credit he claimed for the accuracy of his fails and 
information. This anecdote wanted only one little ingredient 
to produce poflibly fome effeCt, namely, fail. The truth was, 
that neither his nor Mr. Fox’s health were drank at that meet- 
ing ; and it was a little unlucky that the honourable gen- 
tleman, who ranfacked every corner of every French paper for 
any thing that would make for his purpofe, fhould have over- 
looked a formal contradiction of fuch toads having been given, 
inferted by authority in the Patriate Francois ; and it was the 
more unlucky, as the purpofe of bringing forward this impor- 
tant anecdote, was evidently to infinuate that they were in Pa- 
ris at leaft confidered as republicans ; while the aitual reafon 
given for not drinking their healths was, that, though friends 
to the reform of abufes, they w’ere confidered as exprefsly 
againft all idea of revolution in England, and known to be at- 
tached to the form of the exifting conftitution. 

The next fpecimen of the honourable Member’s extreme 
nicety with refpeCt to fa£fs, was the manner in which he 
proved the enormous ambition of France, by the Convention’s 
having adopted a propofition of the Minifter of Juftice, (Dan- 
ton) that the future boundaries fliould be the Rhine, the Alps, 
the Pyrenees, and the Ocean ; and great ft refs was laid upon 
this propofal having been made by a perfon of fuch rank in the 
State: Now for the fa£t. — DantOn was not the Minifter of 
Juftice, and the propofition was not adopted by the Conven- 
tion. The honourable gentleman might have recollected, 
that if Danton had been Minifter of Juftice, he could ndt 
have been a Member of the Convention ; and he ought alfo to 
have known, that the propofition, fo far from having been 
adopted, was fcarcely attended to. But the ambition of France, 
and. her aggreflions againft this country, were not, according 
to the honourable Member, the only caufes of war. Re- 
ligion demanded that we fhould avenge her caufe. Atheifm 
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was avowed and profefled in France. As an argument to the 
feelings and paftions of men, Mr. Sheridan faid, that the 
honourable Member had great advantages in dwelling on this 
topic ; becaufe it was a fubje£t upon which thofe who dilliked 
every thing that had the air of cant and profeflion on the one 
hand, or of indifference on the other, found it awkward to 
meddle with. Eftablifhments, tells, and matters of that na- 
ture, were proper obje&s of political difcullion in that Houfe ; 
but not general charges of Deifm or Atheifm, as prefled to 
their coniideration by the honourable gentleman ; thijs far 
he would fay, and it was an opinion he had never changed or 
concealed, that although no man can command his convidlion, 
he had ever confidered a deliberate difpofition to makeprofe- 
lytes in infidelity as an unaccountable depravity of heart. — 
Whoever attempted to pluck the belief or the prejudice on this 
fubje<£t, ftyle it which he would, from the bofom of one man, 
woman, or child, committed a brutal outrage, the motive for 
which he had never been able to trace or conceive. But on 
what ground was all this infidelity and atheifm to be laid to the 
account of the revolution ? The philofophers had corrupted 
and perverted the minds of the people ; but when did the pre- 
cepts or perverfions of philofophy ever begin their effect on 
the root of the tree, and afterwards rife to the towering 
branches? Were the common and ignorant people ever the 
firft difciples of philofophy, and did they make profelytes of the 
higher and more enlightened orders ? He contended that the 
general atheifm of France was, in the firft place, no honour to 
the exertions of the higher orders of the clergy againft the phi- 
lofophers — and, in the next place, that it was notorious that 
all the men and women of rank and fafhion in France, includ- 
ing pofiibly all the prefent emigrant nobility, whofe piety the 
honourable gentleman feemed to contrail with republican in- 
fidelity, were the genuine and zealous followers of Voltaire and 
Roufleau ; and if the lower orders had been afterwards per- 
verted, it was by their precept and example. The atheifm, 
therefore, of the new fyftem, as oppofed to the piety of the old, 
was one of the weakeft arguments he had yet heard in favour 
of this mdd political and religious crufade. 

Mr. Sheridan now adverted to Mr. Burke's regret that we 
had not already formed an alliance with the Emperor, and to 
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Mr. Dundas’s declaration, that he hoped that we Ihould ally 
with every power in Europe againft the French ; this appeared 
to him to contradict Mr. Pitt’s declaration, and it was the moil 
unpleafant intelligence that he had heard that day. If we made 
fuch alliances, our principles and our purpofes would foon be- 
come the fame ; we took the field againft the excefies and li- 
centioufnefs of liberty, they againft liberty itfelf. The effeft 
of a real co-operation would be a more fatal revolution than 
even prejudice could paint that of France — a revolution in the 
political morals of England, and in confequence the downfall 
of that freedom which was the true foundation of the power, 
the profperity, and the glory of the Britiih nation. Sooner 
than entwine ourfelves in fuch alliances, and pledge the trea- 
fure and blood of the country to fuch purpofes, he had almoft 
faid he had rather fee England fight France fingle-handed. He 
feared the enemy lefs than our allies. He difliked the caufe of 
war, but abhorred the company we were to fight in ftillmore. 
He had a claim to call on the right honourable gentleman to join 
him in thefe principles: who were thefe allies, and what had 
been their conduct ? Had he (Mr. Burke) forgot his chara&er 
of the Polifh revolution ? “ That glorious event had bettered 

“ the condition of every man there, from the Prince to the 
“ peafant, which had refcued millions, not from political fla- 
“ very, but from a&ual chains and even perfonal bondage.”— 
Who had marred this lovely profpeft, and malfacred the faireft 
offspring of virtue, truth, and valour ? Who had hypocritically 
firft approved the revolution and its purpofes, and had now 
marched troops to ftifle the groans of thofe who dared even to 
murmur at its deftru&ion ? Thefe allies, thefe chofen aflo- 
ciates and bofom counfellors in the future efforts of this deluded 
nation. Could the right honourable gentleman palliate thefe 
things-? No. But had he ever arraigned them ? Why had- he 
never come to brandifh in that Houfe a Ruffian dagger, red in 
the heart’s blood of the free conftitution of Poland ? No, not 
a word, not a figh, not an ejaculation for the deftrudtion of 
all he had held up to the world as a model for reverence and 
imitation ! In his heart is a record of brafs for every error and 
cxcefs of liberty, but on his tongue is a fponge to Not out the. 
fouleft crimes and'blackeft treacheries ofdefpotifm. 
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Mr. Sheridan next argued on an obfervation of an honourable 
Member’s (Mr. Percy Windham,) who had faid, that we re- 
filled to make any allowance for the novelty of the fituation in 
which France flood after the deftru&ion of its old arbitrary Go- 
vernment. This Mr. Sheridan prefled very forcibly ; infilling 
that' jjfcwas a mean and narrow way of viewing the fubjelt to 
afcribe- the various outrages in France to any other caufe than 
this uifclterqble truth, that a defpotic Government degrades 
and depraves human nature, and renders its fubje&s, on the 
firftr recovery of their rights, unfit for the excrcife of them. 
But was the inference to be, that thofe who had been long 
Haves ought therefore to remain fo for ever, becaufe, in the 
firft Wildnefs and ftrangenefs of liberty, they would probably 
dalli their broken chains almoft to the prefent injury of them- 
felves, and of all thofe who were near them ? No — the leflon 
ought to be a tenfold horror of the defpotifm, which had fo pro- 
faned and changed the nature of focial men ; and a more jea- 
lous apprehenfion of witholding rights and liberty from our 
fellow creatures, becaufe, in fo doing, we rilked and became 
refponfible for the bitter confequences : for, after all, no pre- 
cautions of fraud or of craft, can fupprcfs or alter this eternal 
truth, that liberty is the birthright of man, and whatever op- 
pofe, his poffeflion is a facrilegious ufurpation. Mr. Sheridan 
concluded with adverting to the evident intention of the Mi- 
nifter, to render unanimity impoflible, but faid he Ihould never 
retra£l his former declaration ; that the war once entered into, 
he Ihould look to nothing but the defence of the country and its 
interefts, and therefore give it a fincere and fteady fupport. 

Mr. 'DUDLEY RYDER begged to remind the Houfe, 
that they were now actually at war ; that it did not lie with 
them to argue about it, for they were forced into it. The 
queftion was Amply, whether they Ihould fupport His Majefty 
in his honourable intention of maintaining the dignity of his 
crown, and the interefts of the Empire. The declared pur- 
pofe of -the amendment was to procure unanimity. Certainly 
unanimity was a defirable thing ; but he did not covet much 
the fort of unanimity which the amendment was calculated to 
produce. He wanted only an unanimous expreffion of firm- 
nefs in oppofing the French, not a tame unanimity which pro- 
mifed no effential fupport. The nation was unanimous; mors 
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perfe& aflent was never given to any war. The atrocious 
event in France had awakened the feelings and united the hearts 
of all the Englifti people. That event, however it was to be 
deplored, might be faid to have been fo far beneficial as it had 
thus arouzed the genuine feelings of Englilhmen, and had 
opened their eyes to the true enormity of the French^prin- 
ciples. 

Mr. JAMES GRENVILLE faid, he would not trouble 
the Houfe at fo late an hour (part one) did he not conceive it to 
be his indifpenfable duty. The addrcfs fhould not only pro- 
mife His Majefty fupport, but reprobate the unprovoked ag- 
greflion of France ; for no reafonable man. could read the 
papers before the Houfe, and prefumc to tell the country that 
proper fatisfadtion had been given for that aggreflion. The 
decree of the 19th Nov. he obferved, was juftly called a decree 
of univerfal hoftility ; fo far from explanation or fatisfadlion 
being given in it, there was a fubfequent decree to execute it, 
with a difgufting, infulting menace, giving only fifteen days 
to adopt the plan laid out for them by the French, under pe- 
nalty of being treated as enemies. As to the Scheldt, they 
had taken upon them to fettle it upon the rights of nature, 
contrary to the rights , of treaties, and infolently put off the 
queftion on it to the time of confolidation of French liberty in 
Belgia, a period entirely dependant on their own plcafure. 

The amendment of Mr. Fox was then negatived, and the 
addrefs, as moved by Mr. Pitt, carried without a divilion. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

JVedneJday , 1 3 th February. 

Sir ROBERT I.AWLEY prefented a petition on behalf of 
feveral of the inhabitants of the hundred of Hanlingford, Hat- 
ing, that actions at law had taken place, in which the fufferers 
from the late riots in Birmingham were plaintiffs, and the in- 
habitants of the hundred were the defendants. The plaintiffs 
recovered damages to the amount of near 30,0001. 

The petition prayed, that leave be given to bring in a bill to 
empower the petitioners to raife that fum by way of loan, pay- 
able by inftalments, with intereft, and afterwards to charge it 
on the inhabitants of the hundred. On the queftion for bring- 
ing up the petition* 
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Mr. FOX obferved, that he (hould not oppofe the bringing 
up this petition ; but he' thought it his duty to fay, that he 
(hould oppofe the whole principle of the bill which this peti- 
tion prayed for, as being contrary to the meaning and fpirit of 
the ftatute which governed the law upon this fubje<ft. That 
ftatute meant that the penalty (hould be impofed only on thofe 
who neglected to prevent a riot, or do all they could to prevent 
it ; thefe were the inhabitants of the hundred at the time the 
riot happened, and the prefent application went to the impofing 
a duty on the whole hundred at a future time. This was an 
endeavour to (hift the burden from the (houlders of the guilty, 
and to lay it on the innocent. This was againft the plained 
principle of juftice, and therefore he (hould always oppofe it. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT acknowledged the juftice of the ob- 
fervations of the right honourable gentleman upon the meaning 
of the ftatute, as far as it applied to the prefent cafe, and en- 
tertained feme doubt whether the hardfhips of the prefent cafe 
would not call for a particular and calm attention, independent 
of the pofitive claufe of the ftatute. 

A (hort converfation enfued, and the petition was brought 
up. 

Lord COURTOUN appeared at the bar, and faid. His 
Majefty had been waited on for the purpofe of knowing when 
he would be pleafed to receive the addrefs of that Houfe. His 
Majefty had appointed to-morrow, at three o’clock. 

Mr. POWYS faid, that there was a fubje<ft which made a 
confiderable impreflion upon his mind, and which he wiihed 
to hint to the Houfe as a kind of notice, that he would, on 
fome future day, prefs the ferious confideration of it. This 
was, the numerous canals that are now farming in every part 
of the kingdom. Canals he admitted to be of great public be- 
nefit ; but he conceived that even this ufcful projection might 
be carried to an extent that mightprove prejudicial to the coun- 
try. He meant to propofe, on fome future day, that a claufe 
(hould be introduced in every canal bill, by which the proprie- 
tors of fuch canal (hould be obliged, after a reafonable limited' 
number of years, to lay before both Houfes of Parliament an 
account of their expences and diftmrfements, and that, af er a 
reafonable profit being allowed, a proportion of the produce 
(hould go to the Public. 
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The honourable Captain BERKELEY faid, that he was 
happy to hear fome fuch plan was in agitation ; for, if the pre- 
lent rage for canals exifted much longer* he was certain that the 
coafting trade would be totally ruined. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Thurfday, 14th February . 

This being the day appointed for the Members to go in pro- 
ceflion to St. James’s, with their humble addrcfs to ' His Ma- 
jefty on his mod gracious meffage, after fome private bufinefs* 
the Houfe adjourned for that purpofe. 

Friday , 15 th, and Saturday, 16th February. 

There not being, on either ofthofedays, a fufficient num- 
J?er of Members to form a ballot, an adjournment took place. 

Monday, 18/h February. 

The SPEAKER reported to the Houfe, that the Houfe at- ' 
tended His Majefty on Thurfday laft, with their addrefs ; to 
which His Majefty was pleafed to give this mpft gracious an- 
fwer : 

Gentlemen, 

I return you my warmeji thanks for this affectionate and loyal 
addrefs , and for the cordial affurances of your firm and effectual 
fupport in the meafur s which may be neceffary for maintaining the 
honour of my Crown , and for profecuting with vigour a juft and 
tieceffary war , in defence of the dearcjl inter efts of my People. 

Mr. POWYS moved for leave to bring in a bill to regulate 
the duties to be chargeable on canals, by bills now or hereafter 
before the Houfe, fo as beft to lecure the intereft of the fub- 
feribers and thofe of the public, and alfo the transfer of (hares 
in canals ; and propofed that this motion lhould he referred to 
a Committee of the whole Houfe to-morrow. 

. Mr. Secretary DUNDAS gave notice that he (hould propofe 
to refer the ftate of the finances of the Eaft- India Company, at 
home and abroad, to a Committee of the whole Houfe on 
Monday next. In that Committee he (hould move fome pro- 
pofitions* which he (houltl leave for the conftderation of the 
Houfe for a few days before calling for a decifion upon them. 

Mr. M. A. TAYLOR complained that this was interfering 
•with the motion on the ere&ioa of barracks in the inland parts 
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’of the country, of which he had given notice for Monday 
next. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT thought it right to apprifethe Houfe, 
that the urgency of affairs rendering it definable to have the ftate 
of the finances before them as foon as poffible, he fhould, he 
thought, fubmit to them what was generally called the Budget, 
on this day three weeks. 

Mr. MARTIN faid, the motion of which he had given no- 
tice for the relief of the French emigrants in this country, he 
had been advifed to decline. He hoped it would be taken up 
by thofe who were more likely to infure its fuccefs ; he had 
only to obferve, that many of them who had been fupported by 
the fubfcriptions would foon be reduced to the utmoft-diftrefs, 
unlefs fomething were done'for them ; and to exprefs his wifli 
that their wants might be relieved, without any reference to 
French politics. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE gave notice of his- motion on the 
Have trade for Tuefday fe’nnight. 

Mr. FOX hoped the circumftances of the buffnefs laft feffion, 
would warn the honourable gentleman that no time was to be 
loft, and expreffed fome furprife at his naming fo diftant a day. 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG gave notice of his oppofltion to 
the motion, whenever brought forward. 

Major MAITLAND apprifed the Houfe, that the report 
of the Committee appointed to inquire into fome means of ex- 
pediting the impeachment now depending, would be prefented 
to-morrow ; and if there was no material objection, he would 
then fubmit a motion to them on the fubjeifl. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT fuggefted, that as the Teport was to 
be produced to-morrow, there might not be time to examine 
it on the fame day, fo as to enable the Houfe to proceed to a 
difcuffion. 

Major MAITLAND replied, that the mode propofed by 
the Committee was that which he had ftated on a former day 
— To adopt the precedent before them in the cafe of Lord 
Strafford, and requeft a conference with the Lords, in order to. 
induce them to hold their fittings more frequently, and for a 
longer term. He faid, if there fhould be any oppofition to hi# 
making his motion to-morrow, as the circumftances were fuch 
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as not to admit of delay, he would certainly' avail himfelf of 
Tome near day for that purpofe. 

Mr. FOX faid, he had delivered his fentiments fo fre-v 
^uently on the feveral points included in his intended motion, 
that the Houfe could not expert him to add much that was 
new. Having been accufed in the laft debate with repeating 
the fame things over and over, he (hould now content himfelf 
with referring to the opinions he had formerly delivered ; and 
hoped that he ihculd not be again reproached, in the fame 
breath that reminded him of repetition, with failing to repeat 
any one of thofe opinions to whatever part of the fubjert it 
mitht relate. The prefent crifis was awful. He had done 
every tiling in his power to avert the calamity of war ; and 
he did intend to have made one more attempt, if he had not 
been mod unaccountably prevented by the failure of pub hr 
bulmefs for a whole week. That opportunity was unfortu- 
nately loft. We were now artually engaged in war ; and be- 
ing fo engaged, there could be no difference of opinion on the 
neceflity of fupporting it with vigour. No want of difpofi- 
tion to fupport it could be imputed to him ; for in the debate 
on His Majefty’s Meffage, announcing that we were at war, 
he had moved an amendment to the addrefs, as much pledging 
the Houfe to a vigorous fupport of it, as the addrefs propofed 
by His Majefty's Minifters, and better calculated to enfure 
unanimity. But the more he felt himfelf bound to fupport 
the war, the more he felt himfelf bound to objert to the 
meafures which, as far as yet appeared, had unneceflarily led. 
to it. 

The neceflity of the war might be defended on two princi- 
ples s Firft, the malus animus y or general bad difpofition of 
the French towards this country ; the crimes they have com- 
mitted among themfelves ; the fyftems they have endeavoured 
to eftablifh, if fyftems they might be called ; in fhort, the in- 
ternal Government of their country* On this principle, there 
were few indeed that would venture to defend it : and this be- 
ing difavowed as the caufe of war by His Majefty’s Minifters, 
it was unneceflary for him to dwell upon it. Secondly, that 
Various things have been done by the French, manifeftiy ex- 
tending beyond their own country, and afferting the interefts 
of of us and our allies ; for which, unlefs fatisfartion' was 
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given, we mud enforce fatisfailion by arms. This he con- 
sidered as the only principle on which the neceflity'of the war 
could be truly defended, and in this he was fure the great ma- 
jority of the Houfe and of the country were of the fame opi- 
nion. His object was to record this in an addrefs ; and what- 
ever objeition there might be as to time or circumftances, could 
he obtain the fenfe of the Houfe purely upon the principle, he 
fhould be very fanguine in his hopes of fuccefs. Such a re- 
cord would be a guide to their conduit in the war, and a land- 
mark on which to fix their attention for the attainment of 
peace. In examining the alledged cafes of provocation, he 
* had maintained that they were all objects of negotiation, and 
fuch as till fatisfailion was explicitly demanded and refufed, 
did not juftify reforting to the laft extremity. He had perhaps 
alfo faid, that Minifters did not appear to have purfued the- 
courfe which was naturally to be expected from their profef- 
fions. He did not mean to charge them with adopting one 
principle for debate and another for action ; but he thought 
they had fuffered themfelves to be impofed upon, and milled 
by thofe who wilhed to go to war with France on account of 
her internal government, and therefore took all occalions of 
reprefenting the French as utterly and irreconcileably hoftile to 
this country. It was always fair to compare the conduit of 
men in any particular inftance with their conduit on other oc- 
cafions. If the rights pf neutral nations were now loudly 
held forth ; if the danger to be apprehended from the aggran- 
dizement of any power was magnified as the juft caufcs of the 
prefent war ; and if, on looking to another quarter, we faw 
the rights, of Poland, of a neutral and independent nation, 
openly trampled upon, its territory invaded, and all this for the 
manifeft aggrandizement of other powers, and no war de- 
clared or menaced, not even a remonrtrance interpofed, for if 
any had been interpofed, it was yet a fecret -> — could we be 
blamed for fufpeiting that the pretended was not the real ob- 
ject of the prefent war — that what we were not told, was in ' 
fait the objeit, and what we were told, only the colour and 
pretext ? 

The war, however, be the real caufe what it might, yvould 
be much lefs calamitous to this country, if, in the profecution 
•f it, we could do without allying ourfelves with thofe wh« 
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bad made war on Prance, for the avowed purpofe of interfe- 
ring in her internal government ; if we could avoid entering 
into engagements that might fetter us in our negotiations for 
'peace. Since negotiation mu ft be the iflue of every war that 
"Was not a war of abfolute conqueft, if we ihould fhun the dis- 
grace of becoming parties with thofe who in firft attempting 
to invade France, and fome of them in fince invading Poland,- 
had violated all the rights of nations, all the principles of juf- 
tice and of honour. - 

On the firft principles he had already ftated, as one of two 
on, which it might be attempted to juftify the neceflity of the 
prefent war, as it was moft ftudioufly difclaimed by Minis- 
ters, and all hut a very few Members of that Houfe, it was 
unneceflary for him to fay any thing. On the fecond he had 
faid, that the alledged caufes of complaint were not caufes of 
war previous to negotiation, and on this point his opinions 
were not new, as they had formerly been called, but fuch as 
he had always entertained, from the firft moment of his form- 
ing opinions upon fuch fubjedts ; neither were lingular. He 
had fince looked into the writers on the Laws of Nations, ahd 
by all the moft approved, it was laid down as an axiom, that 
injuries, be they what they may, are not the juft caufc of war,, 
till reparation and fatisfadtion have been fairly and openly de- 
manded and evaded, or refufed. Some of them even go fo 
far as to fay, that reparation and fatisfadlion ought to be de- 
manded, both previous and fubfequent to the declaration of' 
war, in order to make that war juft. 

Our caufes of complaint againft France were, firft, the 
attempt to open the navigation of the Scheldt ; fecond, the 
decree of the 19th of November, fuppofed to be diredfed 
againft the peace of other nations ; third, their extenfion of 
their territory by conqueft. The firft of thefe was obvioufly 
and confefledly an objedl of negociation. The fecond was 
alfo to be accommodated by negotiation ; becaufe an explana- 
tion that they did not mean what we underftood by it, and a 
ftipulation that it Ihould not be a died upon in die fenfe in 
which we underftood it, was all that could be obtained even 
by war. The third was fomewhat more difficult, for it in- 
volved in it the evacuation of the countries conquered, and fe- 
curity that they ihould in no fenfe be annexed to France ; and 
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no fuch fecurity could perhaps at prefent be devifed. But if 
we were aware of this, if we faw that during the war th$ 
French are engaged with other powers, they had no fuch fe- 
curity to offer ; if we knew that we were alking what could 
not be given, the whole of our pretended negotiation, fuch at 
it had been, was a farce and a dtlufion ; riot an honed’ endear 
vour to preferve the bleffings of peace, but a fraudulent ex-, 
pedient to throw dtift in the eyes of the people of this coun- 
try, in order that they might be hurried blindly into a war. 
The more he attended to the printed papers of correfpondence, 
the oftener he read Lord Grenville’s letter to M. Chauvelin^ 
fo often alluded to, the more convinced he was how extremely 
deficient we had been in communicating the terms on which 
we thought peace might be maintained. We told them they 
mud keep within their own territory ; but how were they to 
do this when attacked by two armies, that retired out of their 
territory only to repair the lodes of their firft mifearriage, and 
prepare for a frefh irruption ? When to this ftudied conceal- 
ment of terms were added the haughty language of all our 
communications, and the difficulties thrown in the way of all 
negotiation, we mud furely admit, that it was not eafy for the 
French to know with what we would be fatisfied, nor to dis- 
cover on -what terms our amity (not our alliance, for that he 
had never fuggeded, though the imputation had been boldly 
made) could be conciliated. When to all thefe he added the 
language held in that Houfe by Miniders, although he by no 
means admitted that fpecches in that Houfe were to be fifted 
for caufes of war by foreign powers, any more than fpeeches 
in the French Convention by 11s ; and lad of all, the paper 
Jtranfmitted by Lord Auckland *, at the Hague, to the States 
General — a paper which, for the contempt and ridicule it ex- 
prelfed of the French, dood unparalleled in diplomatic hiftory 
— a paper, in which the whole of them, without di$n&ion f 
who had been in the exercife of power fince the commence- 
ment of the Revolution, were ftyled t( a fet of wretches tn- 
“ veiling themfelves with the title of philofophers, and pre- 
“ fuming in the dream of their vanity to think themfelves 
“ capable of eftablifbing a new order of fociety, &C. &c.” — 


• Vide the Memorial, page ago. 
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How Could we hope the French, who were thus wantonly in- 
fulted, to expert that any thing would be confidered as fatis- 
faftory, or any pledge a fufficient fecurity? Compare Lord 
Auckland’s language at the Hague with the pacific conduft of 
Minifters at home, as reprefented by thcmfelves. While they 
were trying every means to conciliate* while with moderation- 
to an excefs, which they could not help thinking culpable, 
they were publicly ordering M. Chauvelin to quit the kingdom 
within eight days, but privately telling him, that he might ftay 
and ncgociate, while they were waiting for propofitions from 
M. Maret, which M. Maret did not make. While they were 
fending inflruftions to Lord Auckland to negociate with Ge- 
neral Dumourier, Lord Auckland was writing that filly and 
infulting paper by their inflruftions; for if he had written 
fuch a paper without inflruftions, he was very unfit for his fi- 
tuation, and mud have been inftantly recalled. Thus, while, 
as they pretended, they were courting peace, they were ufing 
every .manoeuvre to provoke war. 

For thefe reafons, he fhould move, that Minifters had not 
employed proper means for preferving peace, without facrific- 
ing the hqnour or the fafety of this country. 

. He came next to confider this conduft with refpeft to Po- 
land. He had formerly faid that he wiflied not to fpeak harfhly 
of foreign Princes in that Houfe, although the period was not 
long fince paffed, when it was thought perfeftly allowable to 
talk of the Emprcfs of Ruflia as a Princefs of infatiable am- 
bition, and of the late Emperor, as a Prince too faithlefs to be 
relied upon. But when he fpoke of the King of Pruflia, he 
defired to be underflood as fpeaking of the cabinet of the Court 
of Berlin, whofe conduft he was as free to criticife, as other 
gentlemen the conduft of the Executive Council of France, 
In May 1791, a revolution took place in Poland, on the fug- 
geflion, certainly with the concurrence, of the King of Pruf- 
fia ; and, as was pretty generally imagined, although not au- 
thentically known, with the Court of London. By 'adifpatch 
to his Minifler at . Warfaw, the King of Pruflia exprefled the 
lively interefl which he had always taken in the happinefs of 
Poland, and the confirmation of her new conflitution, and lxis 
approbation of the choice of the Eleftor of Saxony, and his 
descendants, to fill the throne of Poland, made hereditary by 
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the new order of things, after the death of the reigning King. 
In 1792, the Emprefs of Ruflia, without the lead plaufiblc 
pretext, but this change in the internal government of the 
country, invaded Poland. Poland called upon the King of 
Pruflia, with whofe exprefs approbation this change had been 
effe&cd, for the ftipulated fuccours of an exifting treaty of al- 
liance. He replied, that the date of things being entirely 
changed fince that alliance, and the prefent conjuncture br6ught 
on by the revolution of May 1791, poderior 'to his treaty, it 
did not become him to give Poland any adidance, unlefs, in- 
deed, lhe chofe to retrace all the deps of- that revolution, and 
then he would interpofe his good offices both with Ruffia and 
the Emperor to reconcile the different intereds. The different 
intereds of foreign powers in the internal government of a free 
and independent nation ! It was fingular that Miniders (hould 
be fo keen to mark and digmatife all the inconfidenciesof the 
French with their former declarations, which had been too great 
and too many, and yet could fee without emotion fuch incon- 
fidency, not to fay perfidy, as this conduct exhibited. He 
was not the defender of the grofs departures which had been 
made by the French from their own principles ; but if we 
thought it unftife to treat with them, becaufe of their perfidy, 
we had little inducement to unite with the King of Pruflia, 
who had violated not only principles, but an exprefs treaty, in 
a more particular and pointed manner, than they had yet had 
an opportunity of doing. Among the powers at war, or likely 
to be at war with France, there was no great option of good 
faith. But the French, it was faid, violated their principles, 
for the fake of robbery and rapine, to feize on territory, and 
plunder property. JLet us look again for a moment to the King 
of pruflia. 

In 17931 he limited the caufe of war againft Poland by Ruf- 
fta to the new Conftitution, which he himfelf had approved, 
and promifed to defend. But if once' this obnoxious Confti- 
tution was completely fubverted, and that excellent old Re- 
public (for thefe crowned heads w;re great Republicans when 
it fuited their convenience, which had for ages conftituted the 
happinefs of Poland) re-eftablifhed on its ancient balls, he 
would interpofe his good offices to conciliate the different inte-» 
refts and reftore peace. What then prevented him from inter- 
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pofing his. good offices ? Was not the new conftitution com- 
pletely fubverted ? Did not the Ruffian troops fucceed in over- 
running Poland ? Were they not in pofleffion of the whole 
country ? And had not the Emprefs of Ruflia been able to re- 
ftore the excellent old Republic ? But if fhe was fatisfied with 
her fuccefs in this refpedt, not fo with the King of Pruffia.. 
He was a critic in principles. When he approved of their re- 
volution, the principles of the Poles were unexceptionable; 
when they were attempting a brave but unfuccefsful refinance 
to a more powerful adverfary, their principles were not dan- 
gerous; but when they were overpowered by fuperior force, 
when they had laid down their arms, and fubmitted to their 
conqueror, when their whole Country was poflefled by a foreign, 
army ; then he difeovered that they had got French principles 
among them, fuhverfive of all Government, and deftru£tive of 
all fociety. And how did he cure them of thefe abominable 
principles? Oh ! by an admirable remedy! invading their coj^n- 
try, and taking pofleffion of their towns. Are they taunted 
with Jacobinifm? Hew down the gates of Thorn, and march 
in the Pruffian troops. Do they deny that they entertain fuch 
principles ? Seize upon Dantzick and annex it to the domi- 
nions of Pruffia. Now did not this feizure and fpoil of Po- 
land tend to. the aggrandizement of the powers by whom it 
was perpetrated? Was it not a greater and more contemptu- 
ous violation of the law of nations than the French had yet 
been guilty of ? Mofl undoubtedly it was. Had we oppofed 
it? Had we remonflrated againft it? If Minifters had any 
fuch remonftrances to fhew, they would produce them in due 
time, and the Houfe would judge of them; but while hone 
were produced, or even mentioned, he mud prefume that 
none had been made. The invafion of Poland had this mate- 
rial aggravation, that the powers who invaded were notthem- 
felves attacked at the time. They had not the excufe of the 
.French to plead, that they did it in a paroxyfm of fear and. 
danger, circumftances that prompt nations, as well as indivi- 
duals, to many a&s of impolicy and injuftice. The King of 
Pruffia firft connives at, or confents to the invafion of Poland* 
which he was bound by treaty to defend. Next he attempts an. 
'unprovoked invafion of France, and is foiled.; how does h& 
revenge the difgracc of his repulfe? By increafing his , army 



DEBATES* 


A, *793. 


5«7 


on the Rhine, by concentrating his forces for a freflj attack ? 
No — he more gallantly turns round on defencelefs Poland* 
and indemnifies his tofles by feizing on towns where he can, 
meet with no refinance. It was not, therefore, on any gene- 
ral fyftem of attention to the balance of Europe that Minifters 
were a&ing, fince, while they pretended to confider it as of 
the utmod importance in one cafe, they had fuflered it to be 
mod flagrantly infringed upon in another. 

He concluded with moving the following refolutions — ■ 

“ That it is not for the honour or intered of Great Britain 
** to make war upon France on account of the internal circum- 
“ dances of that country, for the purpofe either of fupprefling 
“ or punifhing any opinions and principles, however perni* 
“ cious in their tendency, which may prevail there, or of 
“ edablifhing among the French people any particular form of 
** Government 

“ That the particular complaints which have been dated 
4t againd the conduct of the French Government are not of a 
4i nature to jultify war in the fird indance, without having at- 
“ tempted to obtain redrefs by negociation 

“ That it appears to this Houfe, that in the late negociation 
“ between His Majedy’s Miniders and the agents of the French 
“ Government, the faid Miniders did not take fuch meafures 
as were likely to procure redrefs, without a rupture, for 
“ the grievances of which they complained ; and particularly 
“ that they never dated didin&ly to the French Government, 
any terms and conditions, the acceflion to which, on the 
“ part of France, would induce His Majedy to perievere in a 
“ fydem of neutrality 

“ That it does not appear that the fee urity of Europe, and 
** the rights of independent nations, which have been dated as 
* { grounds of war againd France, have been attended to by 
“ His Majedy’s Miniders in the cafe of Poland, in the inva- 
** fion of which unhappy country, both in the lad year, and 
“ more recently, the mod open contempt of the law of na- 
** tions, and the mod unjudifiable fpirit of aggrandizement 
“ has been manifeded, without having produced, as far as 
“ appears to this Houfe, any remondrance from His Majef- 
ty’s Miniders > 

3T a 
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■ That it is the duty of His Majefty’s Minifters, in the pre- 
“ fent crifis, to advife His Majefty againft entering into en- 
“ gagements which may prevent Great Britain from making a 
** feparate peace, whenever the interefts of His Majefty and 
hiS people may render fuch a meafure advifeable, or which 
“ may countenance an opinion in Europe, that His Majefty 
41 is a&ing in concert with other powers for the unjuftifiable 
** purpofe of compelling the people of France to fubmit to a 
“ form of Government not approved by that nation.” 

Mr. BURKE faid, that he thought no apology was due by 
the right honourable gentleman who preceded him, either to 
the Houle or to him, for fatiguing them. For himfelf, he ne- 
ver was one of thofe who felt pain in hearing the right honour- 
able gentleman upon any fubjeft but one — and that was, the 
bufinefs now before the Houfe; that of French politics and 
French principles. Upon any other topic, however difpofed 
the gentleman might be to repeat what he had faid before, be- 
ing a repetition of fuch excellent matter as always fell from 
the right honourable gentleman, helhould be delighted' to hear 
it. Decles repetita placebit. The copy of fuch an excellent 
original, though copied an hundred times, mutt be received 
with pleafure — But when the right honourable gentleman 
(looped to imitate wretched French daubers, he could not re- 
ceive fuch imitations, he confefled, with fatisfaftion. . He 
would rather fee the copy of the right honourable gentleman 
himfelf, though a thoufand times repeated, than a copy of fuch 
an original as BriiTot ; and he would aver, that there was not 
an argument ufed, or a propofition that had this night been 
nlade to the' Houle, that he had not feen in French papers de- 
clared to be fuch arguments and fuch propofitions as would be 
offered to that Houfe. Whether this llrange coincidence arofe 
from accident, or whether the opinions he alluded to were ta- 
ken by Briflot and the right honourable gentleman, on6 from 
the other, or grew out of one common ftock, he could not pro- 
nounce — the Houfe muft judge of that. 

The Houfe, he faid, had been this night treated by the right 
honourable gentleman with much new matter. It was the firft 
time he had ever heard of any gentleman’s having, while he 
endeavoured to procure an addrefs to His Majefty, depreca- 
ting one war as an arduous one, laid grounds before the Houfe 
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to induce them to enter upon another war, about a place in 
another and a remote part of the world. For his part, he 
never thought Poland, nor did he conceive that Ihe was ever 
before confidered, of fuch confequence, or fo intimately con- 
neiled with the intereft of Great Britain, as to undertake a 
war on her account. People,' he infilled, in all fituations, 
but particularly nations, muft, and ever would, have a predi- 
leition for their own fafety. W'hat though the King of Prulfia 
took Thorn and Dantzick ? (a circumftance that he by no 
means approved of} ; and what though the Emprefs of Ruffia 
overturned the Government of Poland? (which he declared he 
as little approved of} ; yet thofe were not fo near nor fuch pref- 
fing concerns as that of France getting pofleflion of the coun- 
tries Ihe had done, and daily augmenting her power. Nations, 
he faid, were not to fit like Judges, to ail with perfect impar- 
tiality, in exclufion of all ideas of felf : Their firft duty was to 
take care of themfelves ; and that of England particularly, was 
to have a watchful and jealous care of the aggrandizement and 
encroaching movements of France. France was near; Pruf- 
fia and Poland were dillant ; and unlefs there were apprehen- 
fions of the injury to Poland ultimately reaching England, 
there was nothing that rendered it expedient for her to inter- 
fere. England faw Sweden overturn the Conftitution of Po- 
land; Ihe afterwards faw the Czar depofe Staniflaus, and put 
Auguftus on the Throne of that kingdom. In Ihort, Ihe faw 
various revolutions in Poland, and ultimately a partition of it, 
and never ftirred a hand : nor did the right honourable gentle- 
man himfelf ever propofe any interference, till the moment 
that the hoftile and 'dangerous proceedings in France called for 
the whole force and energy of the country to be direiled againft 
her. This mode of ailing, he faid, was new and unprece- 
dented. When war wgis declared by France, and every mul- 
tiplied offence offered againft Great Britain, when cyery prin- 
ciple Ihe adopted, and every ail fhe did, fhould be condemned 
and refilled ; to cenfure that reliftance, to turn the attention of 
the Houfe to a remote part of the world, and negleil the ba- , 
lance of power at and near home, was to him inexplicable 
conduil. 

The right honourable gentleman, he obferved, had of- late 
the extraordinary difpofition to find France always juft. 
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Though, by taking pofleflion of Geneva and Bafle, Ihe had 
deflrpyedthe independence of Switzerland ; though, by tak- 
ing Mentz, "fite had fecured to herfelf the navigation of the 
Rhine; though, by entering, and, under the mafk of friend- 
fhip, taking pofleflion of the Low Countries, ihe had aggran- 
dized her power beyond all fafe bounds ; and though (he had, 
under the fame maik, entered Savoy, annexed it to her domi- 
nions, and planted the fieri 1 tree of liberty in that fleril foil; 
and though ihe had ultimately declared war againfl Great Bri- 
tain, France was Hill moll juft, and Great Britain was always 
wrong. In fhort, in conformity to the right honourable gen- 
tleman’s do&rines, France fhould be nominated France the 
juft. 

When gentlemen attempted to imprefs on the Houfe an idea, 
that England fhould not interfere with the internal Govern- 
ment of France, it would naturally occur, he faid, that reci- 
procity fhould be looked for : that is to fay, that France fhould 
not interfere in the internal Government of England. Was 
this the cafe ? No. Could any one read the proceedings of 
the French Convention, without feeing that they granted in- 
demnities for murder, left the punifhmentfor murder andaftaf- 
finations there, fhould difeourage a fpirit of revolt in this 
country ? Did this, he afked, look like intermeddling with 
the internal Government of England or not ? But the other 
day, faid he, Danton declared in the Convention, that they 
had thrown down a King’s head as a gauntlet to the Kings of 
Europe ; and that the fcaffolds erected in Wcftminfter Hall 
for the eternal trial of Mr. Haftings, would ferve for the Mi- 
nifters, and even (he felt, he faid, an almoft infupcrable ob- 
je&ion to exprefs it) even for George himfelf ! If the punifh- 
ment of Miniftry be neceflary, France fhould leave it to our- 
felves to determine it ; and, by not prefuming to interfere with 
us, teach us not to interfere with her. When they palled th,e 
fentence for the facrilegious murder of the beft King that ever 
governed that country, fome few objected to the policy of the 
murder, and gave as their reafon, that poftibly it might put 
their friends in England and Ireland out of humour with them, 
and prevent their views on this country. Did this look like an 
intention of interference with the internal policy of this coun- 
try or not? Did this deferve the encomium lavifhed upon 
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them by the right honourable gentleman? If he did not know 
the purity of the right honourable gentleman's intentions, he 
fhould confider what he had faid to be an encouragement to 
France to proceed in her defigns to promote infurre&ion and 
anarchy in this country. 

The right honourable gentleman had remarked, that in fup- 
porting the Minifters in this war, there were two parties, 
each having a feparate ground of reafoning ; one, the malus 
animus of France ; and the general internal diforder in that 
country ; and the fecond, the a£tual aggreflions without refer 
rence to the other. He declared, that whatever opinion he 
broached, or whatever he faid or did, committed no one but 
himfelf; he fpoke only his own fentiments, he took from no 
one but himfelf, and he a£ted on his own fingle opinion. If 
he had ftated the internal policy of France as a ground for war, 
it did not preclude him from the right of taking the aggreflion 
as a ground alfo. 

The Houfe might at one time reject that which neceflity 
might afterwards oblige it to adopt ; and it might yet be found 
expedient to interfere in the internal Government of France, 
by way of retaliation. For his part, he confidered them to be 
robbers, and that they ought to be treated as fiich. Gentlemen 
might cavil at the word ; but he ftill would repeat it, as the 
pirate told Alexander, that it was only becaufe he had a grea- 
ter army that he was not called a pirate too. So they, he 
faid, were robbers, but, under cover of their forces, loft their 
true diftinguilhing appellation. 

His reafons he had given on many occafions, and he would 
now give them again. His principal obje&ion to France was 
her internal fituation, and her difpofition to pull down and de* 
ftroy all ftates about her. So far from fettling a Conftitution, 
they had put all locality of Conftitution out of the queftion ; 
and, inftead of confining their views to fettle that of their own 
country, were forgiving a Conftitution of fraternity to all the 
world. 

The right honourable gentleman had laid, that the French 
might . perhaps be got by negociation to repeal the decree of the 
19th of November : hut would the right honourable gentle- 
rpan prefume to fay, or could the Houfe Cxped, that they 
would -repeal all the decrees and ads they had palled fince that 
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time, every one of them confirming and following up,' in ex- 
prefs terms, the fpirit of that decree ? If they did, they mud 
abrogate all their proceedings. The right honourable gentle- 
man,' he faid, took no notice of the decree of 15th December ; 
not a word of that. He, for his part, conceived it to be a 
thoufand times worfe than that of November ; for it went to 
fubvert the whole date of Mankind. For this they had not 
even offered any fatisfa&ion ; and though they have declared 
war, and pretended to affign reafons for it, they have not de- 
clared any end they have in view. For England, therefore, 
to declare her’s, would be to fight upon unequal terms — as if a 
man fhould fight with fingle rapier, or rather with fhield alone, 
againfl fword and fhield. This do&rine, he infilled, though 
repeated an hundred times, was dill new, unprecedented, and 
irrational. 

The right honourable gentleman calling the King of Pruf- 
fia a fwindler, he thought to be highly improper and difre- 
fpe&ful, as he was an ally of Great Britain. France was in ia 
different predicament, and, exclufive of her enormities, was an 
enemy: befides, lhe had vilified 'the King and Conditution of 
England, and was therefore a fit object for opprobrium. But 
to abufe the King of Pruflia was neither politic nor decorous. 
Indeed the fans culottes language feemed now to have become 
the bon ton. The word defpot was a new epithet in diplomatic 
language. He reminded gentlemen, however, that this coun- 
try had made alliances with fome of the greated defpots on the 
earth : in treating, they never inquired what the characters of 
the Princes with whom they treated were : the only quedion " 
they confidered was, whether that Prince could be ufeful in a 
confederacy againd France ? And this was a policy to keep 
down the' afpiring ambition of that country. — The Grand 
Alliance was formed to interfere with the internal Government 
oT Trance, and tj force Louis XIV. to call the States Gener- 
ral. In (bort, he faid, the arguments ufcd by the right ho- 
nourable gentleman were fuch as, had they come from any 
other perfon, he would not have troubled himfelf, or taken up 
the time of the Houfe, with anfwering. The whole of them 
with which the Houfe had been forfeited, were haflied up in*a 
variety of ways, in every form that the right honourable Cook 
could think of, and crammed down their throats. For his 
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part, however fldlfully they were dreilcd, he wifoed rather to 
refort to plain Britifo food, and to go back to the Grand Alli- 
ance. 

He confefTed, that his tafte was either too coarfe or too re- 
fined for the medley difhcd up of fuch diverfified materials. He 
would prefer infinitely a folid Englifo difh; a flice of good 
road beef to a fpoonful of foup maigre. Minifters, he wiflhed it 
to be confidercd, were not bound by what he faid, he having 
no cor.ne£tion with them. However he hoped that he could 
not be juftly accufed of rafhnefs in any thing he had offered. 
Of all men, an old man who had fecn the viciflitudes of life 
lliould be moft cautious of giving rafh counfel. It could not 
well be thought that a man fo very old as he was, could have, 
any pcrfonal gratification or intereft in plunging his country 
( into a war, merely to oppofe 

“ That Mountain Nymph, fweet Liberty.** 

[This he quoted in allufion to the galleries of the National 
Convention, generally called the Mountain. 3 

This Houfe, he faid, had already, by a folemn vote, given- 
its fiat to the war ; and now the right honourable gentleman 
called upon it to difavow the principles upon which it had 
grounded that vote. For his pait, he flill voted for war, and 
was infuperably averfe to treating, and he would give his rea- 
fons for it. In doing fo he trufted that the Houfe would give 
him credit for the proofs which he could, and would, if called 
upon, bring in eftabli foment of what he ihould advance. 

And, fir ft, he contended for it, that France was not at pre- 
fent in a communicable or negociable fituation. She was in a 
ftate of anarchy ; for he held it to be the very eflence of anar- 
chy, that no man could anfwer for another, nor no race of 
men bind their fuccellors. Who then could we negociate. 
with? Not with the provifionary Executive Council of 
France: their very title foewed that they had not power to 
treat j they had no power, either by delegation or ufage. 
Like the Decemvirs of Rome, they were delegated to form ,a 
Conftitution, and refer the refult of their proceedings to the 
forty-eight thoufand Republics of France. He ftrongly con- 
tended that there was no power conftituted in France that could 
treat, for they declared themfelves to be unalienable with other 

Vot. XXXIV. 3U 
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States* In every country in the world there was fome one 
man or body of men that were known to have powers to treat 
—-in France there was none. 

Roland he had once before defcribed as a factious traitor, 
who had deceived the confidence of his King, and led him on 
to ruin. Le Brun rofe to the rank of a Minifter of State from 
befog an obfcure fcribe in, Liege ; afterwards a journalifl ; 
from which ftation he was promoted to a higher department in 
a newfpaper. From Liege he was driven, with difgrace, to 
grace the Senate and Executive Admini fixation of the French 
Government. 

Roland was furely not of confcquence enough to take the 
whole Government of France on himfelf. Le Brun was ‘the 
fon of a Swifs porter, and, he fiiould conceive, not of that im- 
pofing dignity to fupply the place of all Government. Con- 
dorcet, though the moft humane of all murderers, and Briflot, 
the , moft virtuous of all pickpockets, were not of weight 
enough, he thought, to afi’ume the power. “ It therefore," 
faid he, “ comes to Monf. Egalite, alias d’Orleans, and if you 
“ treat with him, with all my heart.” As to Dumourier, he 
could not anfwer for the obedience of his army, relaxed and 
weakened as all government was therefore he was out of the 
queftion. 

As to Chauvelin, his being received here was the greateft 
inftance of compaftion to the unfortunate King of France. 
The black ingratitude that marked the character of that man 
muft gain him the abhorrence of every honeft perfon living. 
His father was a fervant of the King’s, and died one day fud- 
denly in - attendance : the King took him, then only five years 
old, under his protection, put him in his father’s place, and 
reared him up ; and the return he made him was to join the 
band of wretches that afterwards murdered him. In ihort, 
upon a minute examination of the conduct of the whole Na- 
tional Convention, he could not fee one that was not ftained 
by the moft infamous crimes. In the whole groupe, taking 
Roberfpierre, Santerre, and all, the only man of any degree of 
honour among them was the hangman. This poor fellow had 
tome degree of feeling, from which his colleagues were ex- 
empt { he had the fpirit to refufe executing the King himfelf, 
though he was at no lo£s for deputies* 
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He then defcribed the marked indignity offered to die King 
of Naples in lending a common grenadier to command an in- 
terview with him in his own palace, and the cavalier manner 
in which the low republican domineered over him. This pro- 
ceeding he reprefented” as a marked infult upon all the Kings 
in Europe. 

' While gentlemen talked of negociation, he fhould be glad 
to know what gentleman in England would go to France as 
Ambaflador ; he knew of none : he was fure the right honou- 
rable gentleman would not ; he had too great a concern for 
his pcrfonal feeling : but flatcfmen were often willing to fend 
others on a forlorn hope, on which they would not go them- 
felves. 

The right honourable gentleman had, with much flippancy, 
.talked of the law of nations : he wifhed to know on what law 
the French could be expected to treat ; they had made a new 
law of nations of their own, and declared all treaties between 
Kings (or, as they call them, defpots) void. 

He declared he was at a lofs to think, and it was very odd, 
that gentlemen fhould confider his opinions on French affairs 
hoftile to them. He was attached to the old fyftem — “ To 
te it,” faid he, “ I owe every thing I poflefs : under it, and 
“ the fanCtion of piety, I have received my education ; it is 
“ natural to me, therefore, to have fuch opinions.” 

Gentlemen, he faid, who were fo charmed with the lights of 
this new philofophy, might fay that age had rendered his eyes 
too dim to perceive the glorious blaze. But old though he 
was, he faw well enough to diftinguifh that it was not the 
light of heaven, but the light of rotten wood and (linking fifh 
— the gloomy fparkling of collected filth, corruption, and pu- 
trefaction. 

So have I feen, in larder dark. 

Of veal a fparkling loin. 

Replete with many a brilliant fpark. 

As fage philofophers remark. 

At once both (link and fhinc. 

He concluded by declaring his fixed opinion, that if we 
continued at peace with France, there would not be ten years 
exigence of liability in the Government of this country. 

3U2 
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Mr. GREY faid, he would leave a great part of what had 
fallen from the right honourable gentleman who had juft fat 
down to be anfwered by his new allies, with whom he feemed, 
in many points, to be at ,equal variance as with him and his 
friends ; but he could not fit ftill and think he had difeharg- 
ed his duty, without anfwering fume of the right honourable 
gentleman’s arguments and allegations, though in doing this 
he was fenfible that, on a fubjedt already fo often and fo fully 
difeuffed, it was impoftible to avoid much repetition. Mr. 
Grey adverted to what Mr. Burke had dwelt on a good deal, 
that the arguments and propofitions of hitnfclf and his friends 
had appeared in foreign papers ; this furely neither could nor 
ought to have any effeft in preventing them from bringing for- 
ward their fentiments on an occafion fo momentous to this 
country. There was a time when the right honourable gen- ' 
lleman himfelf was of the fame opinion, during the di-feufiions 
in that Houfe with refpcft 'to the American war. That his 
right honourable friend (Mr. Fox), whole rcafoning was al- 
ways fo clear and copious, Ihould be fo frequently mi funder > 
flood, was, no doubt, wonderfully lurprifing. Never was he 
fo much furprifed as to find his right honourable friend fo 
much' mifunderftood and mifreprefented in what he had laid 
to-night, as to fuppofc that he was feeking for another object 
of war : his argument, indeed, had been fo extremely clear 
and perfpicuous, that it could hardly be otherwife than wilfully 
mifunderftood. It was precifely this — that as Mini iters feem 
now fo folicitous to preferve the equal balance of Europe, it 
would have become them to have been no lefs fo formerly, 
when the general fyftem was equally attacked. The argu- 
ment of danger, from the aggradifement of France, could not 
operate, for lhc had then {hewn no views of aggrandifement, 
and was befides threatened by a mod formidable and infamous 
combination, and thefe combined powers allowed the Emprcfs 
of Ruflia to poflefs herfelf of Poland, which wc faw with in- 
difference. When his right honourable friend was urging this 
argument with fuch irrefiftible force, how could it be faid that 
"he was feeking for a new war ? But the right honourable 
gentleman would not admit that the aggrandifement of Rufiia, 
by the acquifition of Pqland, was of equal importance to this 
country with the aggrandifement of France) On this point 
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it was furely lingular that the total deftru&ion of the balance 
of Europe fhould have been endangered by Ruflia’s poffeffion 
of Oczakow, while her acquifition of Poland feemed to excite 
no emotion whatever. For his part, he charged Minillers 
with the negle& which had brought on the country this cala- 
mitous crifis. As to the King of Prulfia’s invafion of Poland, 
hiftory afforded no inftance of a 1110;- e unprincipled, a more 
perfidious a<ft. In proof of this, Mr. Grey read the declara- 
tion of the King of Prufiia in May, 1791, upon occafion of 
the acceptance of the new conftitution of Poland, in which he 
highly applauded that conftitution, and contrafted it with what 
he fays now, upon entering Poland with an army/ when he 
approves the conduct of Rullia in overturning it. We had 
heard much of the faith of treaties on the bufinefs of the 
Scheldt, and this carried fo far, as if we were bound to a£t as 
principals, even though not called upon as federates. But, on 
the fame principle of the fai^h of treaties, is Pruflia bound to 
guarantee the city of Dantzick ? It is faid to be a new thing 
that thofc who fupport a war fhould condemn it : has the right 
honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke) never done fo ? Did he 
not do fo in the cafe of the American war ? I know too well 
the die is now cart, and that (in his own phrafe) we have 
paffed the Rubicon. Now that the country is actually en- 
gaged in war, they muft give their fupport in carrying it on ; 
but are they therefore to defift from watching narrowly the 
condudl of Minifters r They are accufed of holding and fup- 
porting French opinions, and gentlemen may fay what they 
pleafe, rather than facrifice principle and the true intereft of 
their country, he would, with his right honourable friend (Mr. 
Fox), fubmit to incur a temporary odium : they' were bound 
to inquire whether the war be juftifiable, even if they Ihould 
be alledged to join what had been faid in France. Mr. Burke, 
from his principles and do&rines, may agree with Minifters ; 
but can Minifters agree with him ? This is a war of exter- 
mination. If, fays he', we treat with France, we muft feal 
the death warrant of the King, and the deftru&ion of the Bri- 
tifh Conftitution. Did Minifters, while carrying on their 
late negociations, fuppofe they would have done fo, had they 
treated ? No ; Mr. Burke complains that we abufe foreign 
powers, and talk difrefpo&fully of deipots. For bis part. 
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’■with refpeit to that infamous combination of defpots, he mod 
Cncerely joined his right honourable friend (Mr. Fox) in pray- 
ing to aifuage their malice, and confound all their devices. 
The opprobrious terms of reproach made ufe of by Mr. Burke, 
without proof of any kind, might be equally well repeated by 
a parrot : it could pronounce the word “ Monfters it could 
alfo fay, ** Briffot, the mod virtuous of pickpockets.” He 
would now (hortly go over the conduit of Minifters in the ne- 
gociation which has now ended in involving this country in a 
ruinous war. The right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) 
has vindicated himfelf b/ alledging that, to the lad moment, 
he /hewed a difpofition to an amicable negociation, while the 
French indicated no ferious intention of the kind. But let us 
put ourfelves in the lituation of the French : they had offered 
explanations, and agreed they fhould be offered in an inofficial 
Way ; had we been as ferious as they, we (liould furely have 
dated precifely with what we would have been fatisfied. 
What Ihould we have thought, had we been treated in the 
fame manner that France has been ? Are the French lefs 
lively in feeling becaufe thy have changed their Government ? 
For his part, he had always thought that we had never made 
a fufficient allowance for their new and peculiar fituation. 
He agreed entirely with his right honourable friend (Mr. Fox), 
that before the entering upon war can be confidered in any way 
juft, fomething muft be demanded on the one fide, and refufed 
on the other, except only in the cafe of an aitual attack. 
Was the negociation betwixt this country and France in fuch 
a date as to be jultifiably broke up ? This is an important 
queflion. It is faid that the lad paper delivered was in the 
ihape of an ultimatum ; but we have been in the ufe of feeing 
many repeated ultimatums, and if the French did, not fliew a 
determined refolution not to accede to any conciliatory terms, 
we could not be juftified in breaking up the negociation- As 
to what had been fo much talked of refpeiting the conduit of 
France in declaring war at the very fame time that M. Du- 
mourier was applying for a conference tyith Lord Auckland, 
it was furely neceffary, in this matter, that all the circum- 
dances fhould be taken together. On the 17th of December, 
by the lylinifter’s own account, they treated France as an 
enemy ; r.n ait of aggreffion then took place, in direit breach 
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of the commercial treaty, and yet we complain that France is 
the aggreflbr. It is faid that the has no Government with 
which we can treat ; but furely Mr. Burke did not always 
think it improper to treat with a provifional Government. 
During the American war, it had been aflced if we could treat 
with a vagrant Congrefs ? He fakl, that as the moil likely mode 
of bringing about pacific meafures, he had wilhied an Ambaf- 
fador to be fcnt to France, and he Hated federal other grounds 
which induced him to impute to Minifters the rupture with 
France. He approved of the motion of his ri^ht honourable 
friend (Mr. Fox), becaufe it exprcfled difapprobation of mea- 
furcs which he highly difapproved- of ; and he concluded with 
giving notice, that to-morrow he would bring before the Houle 
fome more detailed motion on the fubjedl, not with the view 
* of introducing any frefii debate, but in order that his fentiments 
might appear fully and diftin&ly on the journals of the Houle, 
and to ferve as a fort of proteft on his part againft meafures, 
which appeared to him to be fraught with confequences fo 
ruinous and calamitous to this country. 

Mr. JENKINSON was of opinion, that the negociations 
demonftrated that no honourable means of procuring peace had 
been neglected : he thought that the fame principles which dic- 
tated the armament muft have dictated war on our part, even 
if we had not been attacked : he agreed with gentlemen on the 
other fide, that the caufe of war Ihould always be diftinfl, in 
order, to know when to look for peace. Here there were three 
feparate and diftinft caufes of war, the decree of the 19th of 
November, the bufinefs of the Scheldt, and the aggrandize- 
ment of France : and Minifters had done right in dating pre- 
cifely the caufes ; but he could not fee the propriety of dating 
the fpecific reparation required, becaufe that might be extremely 
inconvenient, and perhaps impracticable. He next proceeded 
to confider thefe caufes of war, and the anfwer which had been 
given by France with refpedl to them, which he confidered as 
totally unfatisfa&ory ; their explanations are repetitions, and 
they are given as ultimatums. He infilled that the recall of 
Earl Gower, with all the circumftances attending it, mani- 
fefted no hoftile difpofition on the part of this country ; and it 
was clear, from the anfwer of M. Le Brun, that France was 
herfelf of that opinion j between the recall of Earl Gower and 



PARLIAMENTARY 


5 20 


A. 1793, 


all their recent acts of a gg randizement and of hoftility, there 
was no hoftile a6t on our part, fubfequent to thefe afts ; ho 
indeed admitted the topping of the corn lhips, and the difmif- 
fion of M. Chauvelin, both of which lie vindicated as 1 necef- 
fary: Minifters, he faid, had been blamed for not preventing 
the armies of Atiftria and Pruftia from entering France. This 
he confidered in three points of view : ift, Could we have done 
fo i ad. Would it have been juft ? 3d, Would it have been po- 
litic ? And on all thefe feparate grounds he vindicated the con- 
duct of Minifters. As to the policy of recalling Earl Gower, 
he ftated feverat arguments, from the danger of offending even 
France herfelf, if the Duke of Brunfwick had been fuccefsful ; 
and from the danger of offending our allies, the Courts of 
Vienna and Pruflia, had we fent his Lordfliip back to Paris 
after the failure of that expedition, as well as from other con • 
l'lderations of policy. He next adverted to the idea that had 
been thrown out, of fending an Ambaffador, with his pockets 
full of money, to bribe the Convention. But in any event, 
laid he, to whom mu ft we have accredited our Minifters ? To 
a fet of murderers, and, in diplomatic language, to cultivate 
with them a good underltanding. With refpetft to the French 
fending an Ambaffador to Cromwell, he aiked, whether we 
would confider the conduct of Cardinal Mazarin as worthy to' 
be held up as an example to us ? W r ith refpc£t to Poland, what 
could we do but remonftrate ? Perhaps Minifters may have 
done fo ; but this they could beft tell themfelves. We could 
do nothing at all events but fend a fleet to the Baltic, and the 
doing fo could anfwer no purpofe without the co-opcration of 
a military force. Poland, with refpeit to us, was a diftant 
ebjedt ; and the prudence of our acting in any fhape behoved 
to be determined by the probability of fuccefs. There was a 
moment for us to have humbled Ruftia, and by whom was the 
favourable opportunity prevented from being laid hold of? 
Betides, we were now to interfere with refpedt to Poland, 
which is at leaft comparatively a fmall evil ; we mull necellarily 
divide and weaken our efforts, in repelling a great and mo* 
mentous evil. If we do not now vigoroutiy oppofe France, 
and Ihe fhould continue fuccefsful, we muff inevitably be at 
war in a twelvemonth hence with very great difad vantages 1 ; 
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Auftria andPrulfia crippled, and the maritime power of France, 
as well as her revenue, much increafed. 

But now. war is actually declared ; we have addrefled His 
Majefty with the ftrongeft aflurances of fupport in carrying on 
a war which we have Hated to be groundlefs and unprovoked, 
He neitheaknew nor had heard of any new faCfcs or circum- 
ftances that have fince then occurred, and he therefore thought 
that it would be highly di {honourable and improper in that 
Houfe to give the lie to the addrels which they had lo recently 
fent up to the Throne, He concluded with moving the pre- 
vious queftion. 

Mr. ADAM faid, that the queftion was very plain, and the 
motion appeared to him to be in every refpeCt fuch as the 
Houle ought to adopt as a firft and proper criterion by which 
the public {hould judge of the prefent war and of the confe- 
quences that were likely to follow. . He wilhed to draw the at- 
tention of the Houfe very (hortly to the ftate of the fubjeCt, 
but before he did fo, it was impoftible for him not to take no- 
tice of the fpeech of the honourable gentleman who (poke in 
the courfe of the debate, in which he ftated the condition in 
which we {hould be involved if we had fent a Minifter to 
France at the time when his right honourable friend advifed it. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had faid on a former occa- 
iion, that directions were given to Lord Auckland on the part 
of this country, to treat with General Dumourier, at the very 
time when it was ftated that it w as improper to fend a Minifter 
to France; was this, he would afle, for the purpofe of impofing 
upon the people of this country, that the Minifter (hould pre- 
tend to fay, that the ncgociation (hould be had at the time that 
he gave thefe dire&ions ? The confequence would have been, 
that an authorized Ambaftador would have come from that 
•country. The queftion now was, whether the Houfe ought or 
ought not to come to a refolution, that this country ought not 
to interfere with the internal Government of France. He ob- 
ierved, that in the courfe of arguing the fubjeCl, gentlemen on 
the other fide gave the point up, and chiefly relied on the three 
grounds infilled upon on a former debate, as reafons for the 
prefent war ; the decree of the 19th of November; the plan 
of France for its aggrandizement, and their attack on our al- 
lies ; thefe were the Minifter ’s avowed reafons for the war, but 
V ©1. XXXIV. jX 
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they were at variance with their own declarations, for they 
laid one thing, and they meant another, upon this fubje&, 
and their views were to draw us into a war, the event of which 
it was impoftible for any man to fee. Mr. Adam here alluded 
to the conduct of Minifters towards M. Chauvelin, and made 
feveral obfervations on it, as alfo on the manner of their giv- 
ing inftru&ions to Lord Auckland to treat with General Du- 
mourier at the time they affe£ted to fay they wou.ld hot treat 
with any agent of the French Republic. What were the pub- 
lic to infer from this ? Why certainly that there was no fin- 
cerity in the profe (lions of His Majefty’s Minifters, that they 
faid one thing and meant another. He maintained alfo that 
the conduct of Minifters from the beginning to the end difco- 
vered a temper and difpofttion to be at enmity with France ; 
indeed they had almoft avowed as much. He wiftied the Houfc 
to reflect on the laft declaration of Lord Auckland, in which 
the chara&er of the French was infulted : they were dated to 
be now, and for the laft four years to have been, a fet of 
wretches calling themfelVes philofophers, &c., and yet with 
the agent of thefe very wretches our Minifters gave Lord Auk- 
land leave to treat. This led to the conclufion, that our Mi- 
nifters avowed opinions in that ‘Houfc, and that fuch opini- 
ons they did not a£t upon ; and for their conduct they aftigned 
reafons with which the people of this country ought not to be 
fatisfied, at a time when they were to be engaged in a war. — 
Mr. Adam called upon the Houfe to compare the prefent with 
all former wars ; it was probable that the fteps already taken, 
on the part of the Government of this country, would not be 
followed up with a declaration of war ; a ceremony obferved 
in all others, except, for obvious reafons, in the laft. It was 
proper that when a country like this went to war, that war 
fhould be declared; it was a regular conftitutional mode, and 
ought to be obferved ; becaufe when a declaration of war took 
place, there was always fomething like a reafon aftigned for 
going into it. Now he wifhed that to be the calc here ; as the 
people of this country would know at leaft the avowed obje& 
of the war, and Minifters would be then in fome degree tied 
down to fome point. This he obferved ought to be the cafe, 
even where we had no doubt but that the war would be fuc- 
ecfsful j as fuccefs was likely to render us arrogant, and from 
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that point we (hould become indifcreet, and might eventually 
lead ourfelvesto great difficulty and danger; from enthufiafm 
we might perhaps go on* and infift on forming a new Go- 
vernment for France ; afterwards we might proceed to the ex- 
tirpation of their principles, and follow the folly of others.— 
Here he gave an hiftorical (ketch of the progrefs of ambition, 
arifing from fuccefs on the onfet of war, which proved injuri- 
ous in the conclufion ; but if this was likely to be the cafe, if 
the war which we were now engaged in was to be fuccefsful 
upon the avowed principles for its neceffity, what was to ba 
the effe& of it if it (hould be unfuccefsful ? He obferved that 
he fupported the refolution now before the Houfe, becaufe it 
went to the point of defraying the obje£t of the war: and he 
was fure if it was not defined, the people, not knowing the 
objeft of it, would be very adverfe to the burden of fre(h taxes, 
and that difcontents would foon arife ; and he was fure, that 
if Minifters intended to proceed upon this war with vigour, 
they (hould do every thing in their power to prevail upon the 
people of this country to join it heart and hand, as on the lo(s 
of that fpirit, a war would foon be ruinous to us. Mr. Adam 
then entered into obfervations upon the balance of power in 
Europe, and took notice of the manner in which the Minifter 
was fometime fince going to equip a fleet for the Baltic againflt 
the Emprefs of Ruffia, for the fortrefs of Oczakow, and of 
his afterwards fuflering Poland to be parceled out by that very 
power: he added feveral other reafons for aflenting to the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. JEKYLL faid, that he rofe to thank the right honour- 
able gentleman for the motion which he had brought forward, 
with refpe& to a war which he confidered as unjuft and cala- 
mitous. He could not content himfelf with giving a (ilent vote 
on this occafion, when he confidered it as the duty of every 
Member to come forward, and boldly to avow his fentiments. 
He underftood that the (enfe of the Houfe was, this night, to 
be taken ; and he was happy that he (hould be one in a mino- 
rity, however fmall, to whom the nation would look with a 
*etrofpe& as the faviours of their country. Of all minorities, 

• at the commencement of a war, this was the moft confiderable. 
He adverted to what had been the cafe at the commencement of 
the unhappy American war. He begged to let right an h<>?» 

3Xa 
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«wm^l$ ? gemfcmaq, with r«fpe<ft to what fc}4 paSTed in anor 
therhouf^, when porrpptipp had been reprefented as a fuc- 
cpfsful mode of treating with t-hq Convention. This had been 
Rated in consequence of the Convention beingjdefcribed as a 
corrupt body. If they were not to be corrupted, the argu- 
ment;. took a different turn. , The Houfq certainly were obliged 
to .an - honourable gentleman (Mr. - Burke), that . he had not 
loaded all the fcven hundred apd forty-five Members of the 
Convention, individually, with the mod fevere- inve&ive. A 
great number of them had been, the obje&s of his moil violent 
cenfure. 'He had reprefented them as knaves and pickpockets ; 
and had, at lad, defeended to Billingfgatc in comparing them 
to dinking fifh. Miniders he certainly regarded as the. agr 
greSTors in, the prefent war. Let us put the French in the 
fame fituation with ourfelves ? Might they not fay that we 
had treated their Ambaifador, during his residence in this 
country, ; with contempt ; that we had difmiSTed him with fcorn 
and indignation.: that we had clearly difeovered hodile views 
by flopping .their fupplies of corn ; and by the regulations of 
the Alien hill with refpefl to natives of that country ? Were 
none of the/e to be confidered as aggreflions on the part of Mi- 
niders ? Indeed, by the condu& of Minidry, the French had 
been put into a fituation in which they could not a£t otherwife 
than they had done in declaring war ; and this war was brought 
about during a period of the profperity of this country, during 
the fyflem of oeconomy which. had been fo frequently held put 
byadminidration. By this war, that profperity was put to ha- 
zard; and all the advantages of that oeconomy thrown away. 
He Should beg to call the attention of geqt)pmen to the infular . 
policy- of this country, which rendered it not neceflary for us 
to embroil ourfelves in the difputes of the continent, at the ex- 
pence of qur own interefl, but allowed us to fland by and a£t 
the part of fair traders, and avail ourfelves of all the advantages 
which cefulted from our peculiar Situation* Notwithstanding 
he confidered Miniders as the authors pf the prefent aggreSTion, 
he dill made a folemn appeal to them if there was ^ny poflibi-. < 
lity of bringing about a peace, to employ all the means for this. 
pbje& ; and, fhould they fucceed, he Should willingly, forgive t 
what he confidered as blameable in their conduit, and grant 
them an amnedy for all that was pad. France, -it had been 
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'faid, was not in a negociable date. It would have beendefir- 
able that the effeCt of a conference between Lord Auckland and. 
General Dumourier fhould have been tried ; fince, had die 
latter not been addicted to political tergiverfation, he might, 
probably have received it from the former in the way of inocu- 
lation. It was curious to obferve how the Public had been ca- 
joled on this occafion. The Parliament had been fummoned 
in an abrupt,, not to fay an unconditional manner : alarms, 
reports of fedition, had been indudrioufly circulated. The 
Attorney General had informed the Houfe that he had no left, 
tjian two hundred informations on his table; when, lol— - 
there had only yet appeared, in the refult, the convict ion of a 
folitary bill-dicker! Societies had been formed to conftitute a 
mock-public ; and gave to the war the colour of a falfe popu- 
larity. But was the war really popular ? Aflc the merchant, 
aik the manufacturer, aflc the labourer ? They would all fay 
that it was a mod dreadful war ; that it was a war in which 
we had every thing to lofe, and nothing to gain. Spch was 
the voice of the real public, in oppofition to that mock, ficti- 
tious public, compofed of aifociations, whofe declarations were 
attempted to be impofed as the ex predion of the fentiments of 
the nation at large. Nay, to fuch a length had the fyftem of 
rpean artifice been carried, that pamphlets, profefledly ifluing 
from the Treafury, had been publilhed and circulated at the 
bar 'of that Houfe, containing all the duff and nonfenfe which 
had occurred in the French Convention, with a view to influ- 
ence the prejudices and paflions of Members, at a moment 
when they were called upon for the mod calm and deliberate 
reflection. Had fuch an artifice been employed in any com- 
mon trial, the bill would have been thrown out by the jury. 
On thefe accounts, he was happy in the opportunity which 
was now offered him of entering his folemti proted again A a 
war, which he confidered as no lefs unjuftin its origin, than 
calamitous in its confequences. 

' Mr. DENT laid a few words in fupport of the war* ex- 
tolled the conduCt of Miniders in their exertions to render it 
fuccefsful and glorious, and concluded with diflenting in tot a ■ 
from the propofed motion. 

: Mr. VAUGHAN faid, that it was not fufficient to fay wd 
are now engaged in the war, and therefore that we mud fup- 

2 
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port it ; as the fame argument might be alledged by the 
French. 

Mr. POWYS, remarked, that he rejoicd, that on this day the 
lenle of the Houfe was decidedly to be taken, that they might 
now no longer be in the dark, who were on one fide and who 
were on the other. We were now at war with France : She 
hsts declared war againft us. What, in this crifis, was the duty • 
of every good citizen ? To fupport the meafures of Admini- 
ft rat ion, in order to enable them to carry on a war with proper 
vigour, and bring about a defirable peace. Would the prefent 
motion have either of thefe effects ? On a former occafion, 
he had ftiled certain gentlemen Advocates of France. From 
what had occurred in this night’s debate, the Houfe might 
judge whether they were or not. The prefent motion he con- 
fidered as one of the raoft infidious that had ever been made, ‘ 
not certainly in intention, but in effe£t. It partly afiumes, 
what that Houfe had not admitted, and partly mif-ftates what 
they had. It had been mentioned as one ground of war — the 
internal Government of France. This was the internal Go- 
vernment, not as affe&ing the French themfelves, but as af- 
fe&ing other powers and ourfelves. He reprefented the mo- 
tion as in this refpejft going contrary to the lad addrefs to His 
Majefiy. The blame which it contained was all retrofpe£tive, 
and he left to the Houfe to determine ^whether it could be at- 
tended with any good effect in the prefent fituation of affairs to 
adopt fuch a motion. 

Major MAITLAND faid, that it was not his intention to 
enter at large into the prefent qu eft ion. Every objection had 
been fo completely anfwered, and every argument of his right 
honourable friend fo fully eftablifited, as to render any thing 
which he could fay unneceifary. He rejoiced that, on the 
prefent occafion, he ftiould be one in a minority, which, 
however fmall in number, was not to be confidered as lefs re- 
fpe&able, as adling from a fenfe of sheir duty and a regard to 
the intereft of their country. Thgte was one thing to which 
he had how reafon to advert— -the practice of calling him and 
thofe who were of the fame opinipn, advocates for France. 
He was no advocate for France, neither was he. ait advocate, 
for 'German defpots. He equal!/ reprobated the 'primes of 
anarchy and defjpoufiaj and if the honourable gentleman who 
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had fpoken lad, had called him an advocate for French anar- 
chy, he would think himfelf entitled to call him an advocate 
for the bloody combination of defpots againfl the liberties of 
France and of Europe. It was of no confequence to him, 
whether human mifery arofe from a Jacobin Society of Re* 
publicans at Paris, or from a Jacobin confederation of Princes 
at Pilnitz. If, on the one hand were feen the evil confe- 
quences of anarchy, on the other were no lefs forcibly difplay- 
ed thofe of defpotifm. Here was the difference: in the one 
inflance, that of anarchy, thofe cruelties which had been per- 
petrated, originated from popular fear and fury worked up to 
their highefl pitch : on the other we beheld defpotifm fitting 
down in the moment of cool deliberation to meditate a fyfiera 
of the moil fanguinary profcription. What was the leflon 
•which we were thence to derive? It was a leffon of the ne- 
ceflity of that caution with which this country ought to take 
part in a war on either fide, in which it could not engage 
without affi fling either the views of anarchy or defpotifm. — 
The popularity of the war had been much talked of by Minif- 
ters, whofe wifh and intereft it was that it fhould be popular: 
But was this- war popular with the manufacturer, on account 
of which the molt valuable part of our manufactures had de- 
clined confiderably in value ? Could this war, which had fo 
greatly contributed to the fall of the flocks, be popular with 
the monied men ? Or was this war popular with the labour- 
ers," the cxpence of which was to be defrayed from the fweat 
of their brows? Or„ what was the trite criterion of the po- 
pularity of a war, had thoufands of volunteers been found com- 
ing into our army and navy ? The reverfe of the fad, he be- 
lieved, was the cafe. Where was the armament for the'pur- 
pofe of a war ? When Miniflers wanted an armament for the 
fake of firfl bullying and then conceding, they had dragged the 
peaceable citizen from his home and family. They had rob- 
bed the merchant (hips of their failors, and ufed every exer- 
tion for equipping an expeditious and formidable armament. 
Here, where they were really bent upon war, they had been 
, no lefs remifs than formerly they had been vigorous in their 
preparations, and it would be found that, at prefent, there 
was no armament, either by fea or land, adequate to the ob- 
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$e£k propofed, or fit' Tor carrying into execution me^fures oif 
facility. 

Mr. LAMBTON laid, that he rejoiced that the fenfe of 
the Houfe was to be taken, and that his name (hould go down 
to tile country in that minority who approved of the motion of 
Ins tight honourable friend. His right honourable friend had 
been called an advocate for France : he was not an advocate 
for France, but for the peace of England ; an objeCt which 
fiiirely was worthy of the mod exalted ambition. A degree of 
malignity, indeed, had characterized all the attacks made upon 
him. It had been faid, that he derived all his arguments from 
the Common flock of Briflbt, who was, in another breath, 
pronounced by the fame right honourable gentleman (M r * 
Burke) the Prince of pickpockets. Did he mean to fay that 
his right honourable friend had any connection with M. Briflbt? 
If this was his meaning, he after ted a molt notorious falfe- 
hood. 

SirRICHARD.HILL obferved,if ever he Ihouldvote for an 
unneceflary war, fen Able as he was of the miferies and cala- 
mities with which fuch a meafure was always attended, he 
ihould think that his tongue deferved to be cut out ; but the 
prefent war he confidered as inevitable. But it had been faid, 
why not treat with the French Convention for the purpofeof 
preventing a war? Treat with the French Convention! — 
He would as foon treat with the palace of Pandemonium ! 

Sir FRANCIS BASSET faid, with refpe&to the fa£t that 
merchants, manufacturers, and labourers lamented the war, 
he had no doubt. They mu ft all feel its confequences operate 
againft their immediate intereft. But they all, he would be 
bound to fay, faw the neceffity of the meafure, and 'were pre- 
pared toTupport it, as undertaken for their common defence. 
Much of what had been faid to-night appeared to him to have 
been obviated by what had been ftated by a right honourable 
gentleman, Mr. Pitt, that this was a war, not for the purpbfe 
of any interference, but for the purpofc of procuring Repara- 
tion of thofe injuries and infults which had been offered to this 
country. He had been furprifed to hear it alledged, that we 
were the aggreflors in this war, when the faft was notorious?, 
that, atphe very moment when l^e French weire profefling their 
defire of being on a good underftanding with Great Britain> 
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the Minifter of the marine had written a letter to the friends 
of liberty and equality ih the maritime towns, exciting them 
againft this country, and propofing to land on our coafts an 
army with fifty thoufand caps of liberty? "With refpeft to 
himfelf, Jje had always been accuftomed to aft, he trufted, not 
inconfirtenily, with the right honourable gentleman, Mr. 
Fox. Notwithftanding this difference, however, he could 
not forbear to take this opportunity to exprefs his very high 
opinion of the talents of that right honourable gentleman, 
and the no lefs high opinion which he entertained of his 
heart. 

Sir GEORGE CORNWALL flrongly urged the neceffity 
of refilling the progrefs of French arms and principles. 

Sir HENRY HOGHTON likewife fpoke in fupport of 
* the war. 

Mr. FOX rofe to reply. (There had been, for fome time, 
a great clamour for the quell ion, which was now violently re- 
newed : J he faid, as he was determined to ftate what he had to 
fay, the longer gentlemen chofe to continue the noife, the 
more of their time would be confumed. He began with ad- 
verting to what had fallen from Mr. Powys : that honourable 
gentleman, who had lately chofen to dillinguifli himfelf by 
very particular attacks upon him, had filled him an advocate 
for France. If he meant an advocate for what was juft and' 
right, fo far he would allow hixnfelf to come under the deferip- 
tion. But if he meant that he entered into the partialities and 
interefts of an advocate, he begged to difclaim the charafter. 
The phrafe was ambiguous ; and the honourable gentleman, 
in applying it, knew, and perhaps intended that it ftiould be 
taken up by the Public in the moft invidious point of view.-r- 
That honourable gentleman had faid, that he rejoiced that to- 
night the fenfe of the Houfe was decidedly to be taken. If 
any thing could deter him from taking, as he propofed, the 
fenfe of the Houfe, it was this mode of invitation, which was 
neither decent nor parliamentary. The right which had lately 
been infilled upon of a majority to know who were thofe who 
oppofed them, was inconfiftent with the ufage and privileges of 
parliament. He next adverted to what a right honourable 
gentleman, Mr. Burke, had alledged, that, according to his 
mode of reafoning, every thing which had happened ih France 
Vol. XX3PV. 3 Y 
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was juft ; "and every thing done in oppofition to them other- 
wife ; becaufe he had faid, that the French were justifiable in 
declaring war againft the Emperor of Germany, who had dis- 
covered hoftile intentions towards them, he was therefore fup- 
pofed to approve of all their proceedings in Brabant. Was 
this a fair conclufion ? That right honourable gentleman had 
likewife ftated, that he had adopted new principles of reafon- 
ing. It was new to ftate arguments againft the country.- 
The arguments which he had ftated were directed againft the 
Miniftry. And was it to be understood, that whenever Mi- 
nisters were blamed, the country was cenfured ? Were we, 
from our deteftation of French Republicanifm, come to that 
pitch of triple- refined defpotifm, that, to arraign the conduit 
of Ministry was to be reprefented as an attack upon the coun- 
try ? In that cafe, it would be better at once to Shut the doors 
of that Houfe, and difpenfe with the form of deliberating, 
when the fubftancc was deftroyed. It would be better, when 
a war was declared, to give up at once all the free part of the 
constitution, and to leave every thing to the abfolute and arbi- 
trary decifion of Ministers. But, had the right honourable 
gentleman always ailed upon the principle which he now wish- 
ed to eftabliSh ? Had he not, in 1778, thought proper to arraign 
the conduct of Ministry while the country was engaged in a 
war? There was another point on which he wished to touch: 
Ministers, whom, on the prefent occafion, the right honour- 
able gentleman thought proper to fupport, had conceived it 
proper to make attempts to treat with the French. Why then 
Should they efcape the right honourable gentleman’s cenfure, 
while he imputed as fo great a crime to oppofition the very 
wiih -to treat with that nation ? Poland, it had been faid, was 
a more remote objeil ; but what fort of political morality was 
that which reprefented an object as lefs interesting, in propor- 
tion as it was more remote? Were all the charges of horror 
to be heaped upon the French, with a view of exciting indig- 
nation againft them ? And was the conduit of the Court of 
Berlin, which was Still worfe, to be paft'ed entirely by? Were 
we to deal out our inveitives in fo large a proportion againft 
the French, while with refpeit to the Court of Berlin we ab^ 
Stained from the fmalleft degree of cenfure ? In that cafe, po- 
litical morality, which had never been rated high in the opi- 
nions of men, would Sink very low indeed. He confidcred 
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high rank or fituation fo far from being an extenuation, as af- 
fording an aggravation of the offence. Much had been faid 
about treating with the prefent Executive Council of France : 
he would only remark, that in every country you moft treat 
with thofe who have a power, unlefs you are bent on views of 
extirpation. Much, likewife, had been faid of the influence 
of France : was the influence of France fo formidable, and 
was the influence of Auftria and Pruflia nothing? An influ- 
ence which had been this evening dated to have completely 
fhut us out from the Republic of Europe, and to have de- 
prived us of the means of faving Poland, however much we 
might have been inclined. An honourable gentleman had 
dated his motion to be infldious, and the reafon which he had 
afligned was, that it partly aifumed what had not been admitted 
' in that Houfe, and particularly miftated what had. He would 
inform that honourable gentleman that his motion had not the 
final led connection with any thing that had been dated in that 
Houfe, nor even could admit of the mod didant allufion. It 
had been afked how his motion could have any tendency to 
bring about a peace ? An honourable gentleman on the other 
fide of the Houfe had, with the candour of youth, admitted 
that nothing could more direClly lead to peace than a precife 
ground being dated for the war. If the nature of the repara- 
tion which we defired was fpecified, the object was then pre- 
cife, and, when it was obtained, war was at an end. But if 
his motion was not adopted, and if gentlemen went away with 
a doubt of the object which was aimed at by the war, it could 
not then be known to what length, or, under what pretences 
the war might he protra&ed. In the courfe of this night’s dif- 
cuflion, one of thefe was, that the conduct of the Court of 
Berlin with refpeCl to Poland had not been attempted to be vin- 
dicated. If Briflot was to be the objeCl of fo much inve&ive, 
was the Court of Berlin to be exempted from cenfure ? The 
more elevated the fituation from which crimes proceeded, the 
more where they to be reprobated, the more pernicious was 
their example, and the more extenfive that mifehief with 
which they were attended. That a high fituation fhould pro*- 
Cure oblivion or impunity for crimes, was a maxim which no 
juft, generous, or magnanimous mind would readily admit. 
He was not acquainted with M« Briflot, whom an honourable 
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gentleman had ftiled the Prince of pick-pockets, hut he always 
underftood that any objections ftated to his character, arofe 
only from his public conduCt. With refpeCt to M. Chauve- 
lin, hfe would likewife fuggeft to that right honourable gentle- 
man to be very cautious in admitting accounts, . as ground for 
his inveCtive, which came from perfons heated with the mod 
violent perfonal enmity and political animofity. He had now 
finifhed his talk liberavi animum meum. He had done all that 
he could do. He had been told that the part he had taken was 
not popular. No man was more delimits of popularity than 
he was ; and no man would make lefs facrifices to obtain it.— — 
If the part which regard to the interefts of the country obliged 
them to take, was not popular, it was not their duty to be in- 
fluenced by that confidcration. We had now got into a war; 
and how beft to put an end to that war was the objeCt which 
now demanded their attention. It was their bufinefs, tread- 
ing the old conftitutional ground, to come forward boldly with 
their opinions, in proportion to the importance of the crifis, 
and the danger of the country, and not to be deterred by the 
fuggeftions of timidity, the menace of unpopularity. It like- 
wife gave him fatisfailion that they had not ventured to come 
forward to give a negative to his motion, even amidft the ge- 
neral exultation which prevailed among the Members of that 
Houfe, with refpeSk to a war. He feared, he by no means 
wifhed, that this exultation in its event would have a termina- 
tion fimilar to that which had been Co emphatically deferibed by 
the Roman hiftorian, Tacitus, “ Spe laeta , traftatu dura* 
“ eventu tri/lia.” 

Mr. WINDHAM began with premifing, that at io late an 
hour he would not attempt to detain the Houfe, though he 
thought himfelf called upon to fpeak, as confldering himfelf in 
fome degree implicated in what had occurred in the courfe of 
the debate. He objected to the motion ^s ambiguoufly ex- 
prefled. What was the interference which was here meant ; 
and what the difference which had been alledged to fubfiff be- 
tween Miniftry and thofe who fupported them with refpedl to 
interfering in the internal government of France ? The phrafe 
interference evidently admitted of different conftrudlions. By. 
interference, as it was ufed, they muff evidently mean that 
interference in the internal government of a country, the ope- 
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rations of which w'cre confined to itfelf ; an<J in this point of 
view it became a mere fpeculative and abftradl queftion, with- 
out any application to the particular ftate of affairs. It had 
been a v r-*t cue ft ion of morality among writers, how far any 
country was juftifiedin interfering in the internal affairs of an- 
other ; and the only danger to refult from eftablifhing the doc- 
trine feemed to be, that it might be of dangerous confequence, 
as proceedings which in one inftance were dictated by pure be- 
nevolence, might ferve as a coverHo other interferences of a 
very different nature. When we talked of the internal go- 
vernment of France, we talked of it as it concerned ourfelves ; 
we talked of the proceedings and principles in that country as 
affecting our own. When opinions were propagated by force 
of arms, it became neceflary that they fhnuld be oppofed.—— 
When armies and navies w'ere employed to difleminate prin- 
ciples, armies and navies became the proper means of refilling 
them. What then was the great difference between Minifters 
and thofe who fupported them on this ground of internal inter- 
ference ? For his part, he did not know that Minifters had af- 
figned all the caufcs of the war. Another difference which had 
been ftated between Minffters and thofe who fupported them; 
was, that while the former were actually attempting to treat, 
the latter had declared France not to be negociable : but might 
not, in the cafe of thofe who concurred in one objeft, a diffe- 
rence of opinion take place with regard to the effedfs of a treaty? 
Might they not be divided in their opinion of its fuccefs , and 
while one confidered it as expedient and proper, the other re- 
gard it as ufelefs and unavailing ? As to that point which had 
been fo much infifted upon, that we fhould ftate the precife 
grounds of our going to war, and the objedl which we wifhed 
to attain, it was contended that there were not fufficient caufe? 
for going to war, but it was demanded that thefe caufes fhould 
be exprefsly mentioned. With refpe& to war, he would re- 
mark, that it was a matter of extreme difficulty to give defini- 
tions in the outfet ; and it would certainly be extremely ridi- 
culous, by any previous declaration, to limit yourfelves in 
your operations and means of a<fting, efpecially when oppofed 
to an enemy who fet no fuch bounds to themfelves. It would 
be equally impolitic not to avail yourfelves of any diflentions 
which might arife in the territories of the enemy, and it would 
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certainly be doing a fervice, both to the French themfelves, 
and to the caufe of humanity, to endeavour, if an opportunity 
prefentcd itfelf, to eftablifh in France a better form of govern- 
ment, . The phrafe bellum internecinum , which had fo often 
been alluded to, he believed he had firft made ufe of, and by it 
he meant, not a war for the extirpation of the enemy, but a 
war in which we ourfelves have every thing at flake ; a war 
in which our deareft and mod valuable interefts were involved. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, that he was not furprifed at the cla- 
morous demand of the queftion, at the commencement of the 
fpeech of the honourable gentleman who had fpoken laft. — * 
When his right honourable friend who had moved the queflion, 
had availed himfelf of his privilege of reply, it was to be fup- 
pofed the debate was finifhcd, and it was neither confident 
with ufage, nor fair and candid in the honourable gentleman, 
to attempt to fay any thing more. Their friends, he mud con- 
fefs, treated them with a fort of French fraternity, and did 
them more real injury than their open enemies. The quedion, 
which the honourable gentleman had reprefented to be fpecu- 
lative and abdradl, particularly applied to the prefent fituation 
of the French. As to the right of the country to interfere in 
the internal government of another, upon the principle of pure 
benevolence, it would be found to be a doctrine, perhaps more 
fpecious in theory than fafe in practice. He underdood, how- 
ever , that it was admitted by the bed writers that no fuch right 
exided ; but let us look to the confequences of this principle of' 
pure benevolence. From pure benevolence the Emprefs of 
Ruflia interfered in the internal affairs of Poland. From the 
fame confideration the King of Prudia had poflefled himfelf of 
Dantzick and Thorn. It was pure benevolence which in- 
duced the Spaniards to commit all thofe cruelties which had 
difgraced their edablifhments in the new world. Were fuch 
a right of one Government to interfere in the affairs of another 
admitted, it would be impofTible to draw any line, or to fix its 
precife limits ; but the honourable gentleman, while he fo 
much reprobated French principles, feemed to have adopted 
their conclufions, and was now exa&ly defending that line of 
conduct which the French had propofed by their decree of the 
19th of November. In juflifying, on a former occafion, the 
riots of Birmingham, he had adopted the reafoning of Rober-. 
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fpierre, when he vindicated the maflacres of the 2d of Septem- 
ber — that the perfons who had fuffered, had indeed done no 
mifchief, but that had they not been crufhed, they might have 
become extremely dangerous. It was not becaufe they con- 
lidercd a negociation as ufelefs, that certain gentlemen, who 
fupported the Minifter, had difapproved of treating at all with 
France, but beCaufe they confidered France as not negociable. 
Minifters, in what they had faid of a propofed conference be- 
tween General Dumourier and Lord Auckland, had Hated that 
it was perfectly confiftent to treat with a General in time of 
war. So then we were to go to war for the foie purpofe .of 
making an opening for negociation. 

Mr. SMITH difapproved of a war, whether the object was 
to oppofe French arms or French principles. In both cafes, 
he confidered a war as tending to increafe the danger. 

Mr. BURKE explained. 

The Houfe divided ; when there appeared. 

For the previous queftion — 270 

Againft it — — 44 


Majority againft Mr. Fox’s motion 226 

The Houfe adjourned. 

TTueJday , 19 th February. 

There not being a fufficient number of Members to form a 
ballot, the Houfe adjourned. 

H^ednefday., loth February. 

Mr. T. GRENVILLE begged leave to call the lerious at- 
tention of the Houfe to the great inconveniences which had 
lately arifen, from want of the due attendance of Members on 
the days fixed for balloting for Committees on Ele&ion peti- 
tions. He had himfclf given much confideration to this fub- 
jeft, as connected with Mr. Grenville’s a£t ; but it did not 
appear to him that it would be necefiary or proper to make any 
alteration in that aft, at leaft for the prefent. If it fhould af- 
terwards feem proper to make alteration in it, he thought it 
would be much better to "do fo at the beginning of a new Par- 
Jiamcnt. There were ft ill deft on the table eleven ele&ion pe- 
titions, and an alteration in the law juft now would make ex- 
illing cafes be tried by a pofterior law. 
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, If the Houfe would exert the moft vigorous powers with 
Which it was at prefent inverted, for enforcing the attendance 
of its Members, he was perfuaded it would be no difficult 
matter to procure a proper attendance, fo as to prevent the in- 
terruption of the bufinefs of the Houfe ; and as he underftood 
that to-morrow was an open day, he would move, that this 
Houfe do to-morrow refolve itfelf itfelf into a Committee of 
the whole Houfe, to confider of fuch fteps as may be neceflary 
for enforcing a due attendance of its Members on the days ap- 
pointed for ballots on election petitions. Ordered* 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Thurfday , 1\Jl February. 

Mr. HOBART brought up the report of the Committee of 
Supply, and the refolutions agreed to by the Committee yefter- 
day were read a firft time. On the fecond reading of the refo- 
lution refpedting the Staff Officers, 

Mr. FOX obferved, that it did not occur to him what fhould 
render neceflary fo large a ftaffin England, in the circumftance 
of the war in which we are at prefent engaged. The war be- 
fore the laft was one carried on very extenfively, and which 
certainly had not been ftarved, and yet, according to his infor- 
mation, there was at prefent as large a flaff in England alone, 
as we had during that war, in Great Britain, Ireland, Ger- 
many, and America. In his opinion, we ought to be more 
particularly careful as to increafing the army eftablifhment, in 
officers of high rank. 

The SECRETARY AT WAR did not think that we ought 
to look fo much to any precedent, as to what might appear ne- 
ceflary for the vigorous fupport of thofe mcafures, which the 
prefent exifting circumftances required, for the fafety of the 
country. 

Mr. COURTENAY faid, that we had now about ten Ge- 
neral Officers more than were in M. Dumourier’s army, who. 
commanded at lead 200,000 'men ; and although the honour- 
able Secretary at War feemed unable to aflign any reafon for 
this vaft difproportion of officers over the men, he thought he 
CQuld a flirt; him with a good one ; becaufe, when known, he 
made no doubt that fuch a circumftance would immediately* 
relieve the Dutch from all their apprehenfions ; and he thought 
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it would be an excellent coup de mattre in Minifters, to publilh 
in the Gazette a lift of the General Officers, as a certain means, 
of inducing M. Dumourier to raife the liege of Breda, and to 
give up every idea of proceeding to Amfterdam, though now 
within twenty miles of it. 

The refolutions were then all read a fecond time, and agreed 
to. 

Mr. GREY now rofe, and faid, that in moving the addrelf 
to His Majefty, which he (hould now have the honour to pro- 
pofe to the Houle, he would adhere ftriiflly to the promile he 
had made on a former night, not to take up their time by any 
previous lpeech. lie could certainly hardly entertain a hope, 
after what had palled, that his propofition would be acceded to 
by the Houfc, though he wilhed moft ardently that it werepof- 
.(ible, as it might Hill, perhaps, be the means of averting the 
calamities of war : but whatever might be its fate, he was anx- 
ious to come forward with an explicit declaration and avowal 
of his fentiments, and to court the dillinflion of being re- 
corded as one of thofe who had, with every poflible exertion, 
oppofed thofe impolitic meafures, whereby we had been plunged 
into a war, which was likely to be' fo ruinous and calamitous 
to this country. He then moved, . 

** That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty, to 
allure H is Majefty that His faithful Commons, animated by a 
fincere and dutiful attachment to his perfon and family, and to 
the excellent conftitution of this kingdom, as well as by an ar- 
dent zeal for the intereft and honour of the nation, will at all 
times be ready to fupport His Majefty in any meafures which 
a due obfervance of the faith of treaties, the dignity of his 
crown, or the fecurity of his dominions, may compel him to 
undertake. 

“ That feeling the moft earneft folicitude to avert from our 
country the calamities of vr ar, by every means confiftent with 
honour and with fafety, we exprelled to His Majefty, at the 
opening of the prefent leflion, “ our fenfe of the'temper and 
“ prudence which had induced His Majefty to obferve a ftri£fc 
“ neutrality with refpedl to the war on the Continent, and 
** uniformly to abftain from any interference in the internal 

affairs of France and our hope that the fteps His Majefty 
had taken would have the happy tendency (i to reader a firm 
Vol. XXXIV. 3 2 
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« arid temperate conduft effe&ual for preferving the bleflings • 
u of peace.” 

** That, with the deepeft concern, wc now find ourfelver 
obliged to relinquilh that hope, without any evidence having 
been produced to fatisfy us that His Majefty,’s Minifters have 
made fuch efforts as it was their duty to make, and as, by His 
Majefty’s mod gracious Speech, we were taught to expeft, 
for the prefervation of peace : it is no lefs the refolution tKan 
the duty of His Majefty’s faithful Commons to fecbnd his ef- 
forts in the war thus fatally commenced, fo long as it (hall 
continue; but we deem it a duty equally incumbent upon 
us to folicit His Majefty’s attention to thofe reafons or pre- 
texts, by, which his fcrvants have laboured to juftify a con- 
dud on their part which we cannot but confider as having 
contributed, in a great meafurc, to produce the prcfent rup-. 
ture. 

“ Various grounds of hoftility againft France have been 
Hated, but none that appeared to us to have conftituted fuch 
an urgent and imperious cafe of neceflity as left no room for 
accommodation, and made war unavoidable. The Govern- 
ment of France has been accufed of having violated the law of 
nations, and the ftipylations of exiiling treaties, by an attempt 
to deprive the Republic of the Uni ed Pr ovinces of the ex- 
dufive navigation of the Scheldt. No evidence, however, 
has been offered to convince us that this exclufive navigation 
was,, either in itfelf or in the eftiin^ti :»n of thofe who were 
alone interefted in preferving it, of fuch importance as to juf- 
tify a determination in onr Government to break with France 
on that account. If, in fad, the States General had fhewn a 
difpofition to defend their right by force of arms, it might have 
been an inftancc of the trueft iritndihip to have fuggettea to 
them, for their ferious conlideration, how far the aiiertion of 
this unprofitable claim ought, in the prefent circumftances of 
Europe, tend to bring into hazard the moft effential interefts 
of the Republic. But when, on the contrary, it has been ac- 
. knowledged that no requiiition on this fubjed was made tp^His 
Majefty, on the part of the States General, we are at al 
comprehend on what grounds of right or propriety- 
the lead in alferting a claim, in which we are not ptincij 
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and in which the principal party has not, as far as we know, 
thought it prudent or neceifiry to call for our interpofition. 

“ We muft farther remark, that the point in difpute Teem- 
ed to us to have been relieved from a material part of its diffi- 
culty, by the declaration of the Minifter of Foreign Affairs in 
France, that the French Nation gave up all pretenfions to de- 
termine the queftion of the future navigation of the Scheldt. 
Whether the terms of this declaration were perfe£lly fatisfac- 
tory or not, they at leaft left the queftion open to pacific nego- 
ciation; in which the intrinfic value of the object, to any of 
the parties concerned in it, might have been coolly and impar- 
tially weighed againft the confequences, to which all of them 
might be expofed, by attempting to maintain it by force of 
arms. 

“ We have been called upon torefift views of conqueft and 
aggrandizement entertained by the Government of France, 
** at all times dangerous to the general intcrefts of Europe, 
“ but” aflerted to be “ peculiarly fo, when conne&ed with 
“ the propagation of principles, which lead to the violation of 
“ the mod facred duties, and are utterly fubverfive of thepeace 
“ and order of all civil fociety.” 

“ We admit, that it is the intereft and duty of every mem- 
ber of the commonwealth of Europe to fupport the eftabliihed 
lyftem and diftribution of power among the independent fove- 
reignties, which actually fubfift, and to prevent the aggrandize- 
ment of any State, efpecially the moft powerful, at the expence 
of any other ; and, for the honour of His Majefty’s Councils, 
we do moft earneftly wilh, that his Minifters had manifefted a 
juft fenfe of the importance of the principle to which they now 
appeal, in the courfe of late events, which feemed to us to 
threaten its entire deftrudlion. 

“ When Poland was beginning to recover from the long ca- 
lamities of anarchy, combined with oppreffion ; after ihe had 
eftabliihed an hereditary and limited monarchy like our own, 
and was peaceably employed in fettling her internal govern- 
ment, His Majefty’s Minifters, with apparent indifference and 
unconcern, have feen her become the vi&im pf the moft un- 
provoked and unprincipled invafiori ; her territory overrun, her 
free conftitution fubverted, her national independence annihi- 
lated, and the general principles of the fecurity of nations 

q Z a 



PARLIAMENTARY 


540 


A. 1793. 

1 


Wounded through her fide. With all thefe evils was France . 
foon after threatened, and with the fame appearance either of 
fupine indifference, or of fecret approbation, His Majefty’s 
Minifters beheld the armies of other powers (in evident con- 
cert with the opprefTor of Poland) advancing to the invafion 
aftd fubjugation of France, and the march of thofe armies 
diftinguifhed from the ordinary hoftilities of civilifed nations 
by manifeftoes, which, if their principles and menaces had 
been carried into practice, muff have inevitably produced the 
* return or thar ferocity and barbarifm in war, which a bene- 
ficent religion, and enlightened manners, and true military 
honour, have for a long time banifhed from the Chriftian 
work!.’ 


“ No effort appears to have been made to check the progrefs 
of thefe invading armies ; His Majefty’s Minifters, under a 
pretended refpedt for the rights and independence of other fo- 
vereigns, thought fit at that time to refufe even the interpofi- 
tion of His Majefty’s councils and good offices, to fave fb 
great and important a portion of Europe from falling under 
the dominion of a foreign power* But no fooner, by an ever- 
memorable reverfe of fortune, had France repulfcd her inva- 
ders, and carried her arms into their territory, than His Ma- 
jefty’s Minifters, laying afide that eollufive indifference which 
had marked their conduct during the invafion of France, began 
to exprefs alarms for the general fecurily of Europe, which, as 
it appears to us, they ought to have ferioufiy felt, and might 
have exprefTed, with great juftice, on the previous fucceffes of 
her powerful adverfaries. 

“ We will not ditfemble our opinion, that the decree of the 
National Convention of France of the 19th of November, 
1792, was in a great mcaiure liable to the objections urged 
againft it ; but we cannot admit that a war, upon the fingle 
ground of fuch a decree, unaccompanied by any overt adls, by 
which we or our allies might be diredlly attacked, would be 
juftified as neceflary and unavoidable. Certainly not, unlefs, 
upon a regular demand made by His Majefty’s Minifters of 
explanation and fecurity in behalf of us and our allies, the 
French had refufed to give His Majcfty fuch explanation and 
fecurity. No fuch demand was made. Explanations, it is 
true, have been received and rejected. JBut it well deferves to 
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be remarked and remembered, that thefe explanations were 
voluntarily offered on the part of France, not previoufly de- 
manded on ours, as undoubtedly they would have been, if it 
had fuited the views of His Majefty’s Minifters to have a died 
frankly and honourably towards France, and not to have re- 
ferved their complaints for a future period, when explanations, 
however reafonable, might come too late, and hoflilities might 
be unavoidable. 

/ “ After a review of all thofe confiderations, we think it ne- 

Ceflary to reprefent to His Majcfty, that none of the points 
which were in dilpute between his Minifters and the Govern- 
ment of France appear to us to have been incapable of being 
adjufted by negociation, except that aggravation of French 
ambition, which has been ftated to arife from the political opi- 
nions of the French nation. Thefe indeed, wc conceive, 
formed neither any definable objedl of negociation, nor any 
intelligible reafon for hoftility. They were equally incapable 
of being adjufted by treaty, or of being either refuted or con- 
firmed by the events of war. 

“ We need not ftate to His Majefty’s wifdom, that fore* 
can never curedelufion ; and wc know HisMajtfty's poodnefs 
too well to fuppofc that he could ever entertain the idea of em- 
ploying force to deftroy opinions by the extirpation of thofe 
who hold them. 

“ The grounds, upon which His Majefty’s Minifters have 
advifed him to refufe the renewal of fome ayowed public inter- 
oourfe with the exifting Government of France, appeared to us 
neither juftified by the reafon of the thing itfelf, nor by the 
ufage of nations, nor by any expediency arifing from the pre- 
lent ftate of circumftances. In all negociations or difeuflions 
whatfoever, of which peace is the real obje£t, the appearance 
of an amicable difpofition, and of a readinefs to offer and to 
accept of pacific explanations on both iides, is as neceffary and 
ufeful to infure fuccefs as any arguments founded on ftri£t 
right. Nor can it be denied that claims or arguments of any * 
kind, urged in hoftile or haughty language, however equitable 
or valid in themfelves, are more likely to provoke than to con- 
ciliate the oppofite party. Deploring, as we have ever done, 
*the melancholy event which has lately happened in France, it 
would yet have been Come confolation to us to have heard that the 
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powerful interpofition of the Britifli nation on this fubjeCt had 
at leaft been offered, although it fhould unfortunately have been 
reje&ed. But, inftead of receiving fuch confolation from the 
conduct of His Majefty’s Minifters, we have feen them, with 
extreme aftonilhment, employing, as an incentive to hoftilities, 
an event, which they had made no effort to avert by negocia- 
tion. This ina&ion they could only excufe on the principle, 
that the internal conduct of nations (whatever may be our opi- 
nion of its morality) was no proper ground for interpofition 
and remonftrance from foreign dates — a principle, from which 
it muft ftill more clearly follow that fuch internal. condu& 
could never be an admiflible, juflifying reafon for war. 

“ We cannot refrain from obferving, that fuch frequent al- 
lufions as have been made to an event (confefledly no ground 
of rupture) feemed to us to have arifen from a finifter inten- 
tion to derive, from the humanity of Englifhmen, popularity 
for meafures which their deliberate judgement would have re- 
probated, and to influence the mod virtuous fenfibilities of 
His Majefty’s People into a blind and furious zeal for a war of 
vengeance. 

** His Majefty’s faithful Commons, therefore, though always 
determined to fupport His Majefty with vigour and cordiality 
in the exertions neceflary for the defence of his kingdoms, yet 
feel that they are equally bound by their duty to His Majefty, 
and to their fellow fubje&s, to declare, in the moft folemn. 
manner, their difapprobation of the conduct of His Majefty’s 
Minifters throughout the whole of thefe tranfaCtions — a con- 
duct which, in their opinion, could lead to no other termina- 
tion but that to which it feems to have been ftudioully directed, 
of plunging their country into an unnecelfary war. The cala- 
mities of fuch a war muft be aggravated, in the eftimation of 
every rational mind, by reflecting on the peculiar advantages 
of that fortunate lituation which we have fo unwifely aban- 
doned, and which not only exempted us from lharing in the 
diftrefles and afflictions of the other nations of Europe, but con* 
yerted them into fources of benefit, improvement, and profpe- 
rity to this country. 

“ We, therefore, humbly implore His Majefty’s paternal 
goodnefs to liften no longer to the Councils which have foredd 
us into this unhappy war, but to embrace the earlieft occafion. 
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'which his wifilom may difcern, of reftoring to his People the 
blellings of peace.” 

Major MAITLAND feconded the motion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT fa id, it was obvious that the fub- 
ftance of the addrefs was nothing more than a repetition of 
thofe arguments which had been already brought forward in 
that Houfe by gentlemen who oppofed the meafurcs of Go- 
vernment. It was only, therefore, neceflary for him to fay, 
that he, as well as every gentleman who hjid concurred in the 
late proceedings of that Houfe, and in giving their fupport, in 
the prefent crifis, to the Executive Government, muft, of ne- 
ceflity, give their decided negative to the motion of the honou- 
rable gentleman. 

Mr. DRAKE faid, that, to this voluminous, elaborate, 
circuitous addrefs, which had been brought forward by the ho- 
nourable gentleman in the way of a p rote 11, the belt anfwer 
which he could give was his decided No. To the proceedings 
of gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe he had no doubt 
the People were nearly unanimous in uttering their No, 
while to the meafurcs of Minilters they joined in emphatically 
pronouncing their Aye. 

Mr. R. SMITH read a petition figned by about 2500 inha- 
bitants of the town of Nottingham, dating, among other 
things, that as the Conllitution now (lands with refpe<Sb to re- 
prefeutation in Parliament, the country is amufed with the 
name of a reprefentation of the People, when the reality is 
gone ; that the right of election had palled away from the Peo- 
ple almofi altogether ; and that thereby the confidence of the 
People with refpeCt to Parliament was weakened, if not de- 
ftroyed. The petition, therefore, prayed the Houfe to confi- 
der of the proper mode to effectuate a reform in Parliament, 
and l'uggdted, as one part of a general plan of reform, that the 
right of election (hould be in proportion to the number of adult 
males in the kingdom. On the queftion being put for bring- 
ing up the petition, 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, that it was certainly extremely 
fair in the honourable gentleman who prefented the petition to 
read the precife words of it to the Houfe. It was with the 
Houfe, however, to confider whether, after having ^eard it 
read, they could poflibly allow the petition to be brought up. 
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confidently with what they owed to the fupport of their own 
dignity. He by no means intended to fav any thing as to the 
propriety of what was demanded in the prayer of this peti- 
tion : it was his decided opinion that every clafs of the People 
of this country have a fair right of petitioning for the redrefs 
of any fuppofcd wrong, and that fuch petition ought to be re- 
ceived, whatever the Houfe might think as to the propriety of 
the demand made in it ; but this demand ought furely to be 
made in a flile of refpeCl to the Houfe, and of reverence for 
the Conditution. There were fome paflages in this petition 
which he thought he had heard read by the honourable gentle- 
man that appeared to him highly objectionable, and, on com- 
paring what he had heard with a printed copy of the petition, 
%vhich he had got on coming into the Houfe, he found that he 
had not been miflaken. The fir It pailage he alluded to was 
that which dated that the Conditution amufed the country 
with the name of a reprefentation of the People, when the rea- 
lity was gone. The fecond dated that the right of the People 
had palled from them into other hands, and in faCt denied both 
the right and power of that Houfe as at prefent conftituted : 
and the third declared, that the confidence of the People with 
refpeCl to Parliament was thereby weakened, if not entirely 
deftroyed. 

Thefe were expreffions fo difrefpcCtful to the Houfe, and fo 
irreverent to the Conditution, that it appeared to him impoffi- 
ble that the Houfe, confidently either with dignity or pro- 
priety, could allow the petition to be brought up in its prefent 
form, though he would not certainly think it right to refufe re- 
ceiving any petition, whatever might be the objcCt of its 
prayer, if exprefled in proper and refpeClful terms. 

Mr. FOX thought it far from ufual to canvafs, in fo mi- 
nute a manner, petitions prefented to that Houfe. In his 
opinion, it (hould be no part of their character to be apt to fee 
and to take tip every pafl'age which could be condrued into 
difrefpect. If, however, on any occaiion, they fhould be lefs 
nice than on another in that refpeCl, it was in fuch a cafe as 
■ the prefent, where the objeCl of the petition was to procure a 
reform in that H°ufe. The padages alluded to appeared to 
him to have a hecedary connection with the prayer : its objeCt ' 
is to date that there is, at prefent, no fair or proper rep refen ta- 
ll 
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tion of the People. In the palfage which, as he thought, faid 
no more than that the right of election had palled away im- 
properly from the People, the petition feemed to be mifappre- 
hended by gentlemen, as if it denied the right and power of 
the Houfe of Commons as now conftituted. He did not fay 
that he thought the prayer of the petition founded in juft prin- 
ciples ; he furely doubted much as to the idea of fixing the 
right of election in proportion to the number of adult males ; 
but he would certainly give his vote for allowing the petition 
to be brought up. When the. reafons ftated in a petition were 
connected with its prayer, they mull be mentioned, otherwife 
the prayer could not be introduced with any propriety ; and 
even if totally unconnected with the prayer, the objectionable 
paflages ought to be extremely ftrong before the Houfe fhould, 
in his opinion, refufe to receive the petition. With relpeCfc 
to addrefles to the Crown, he knew it had been held by fome 
very eminent characters in this country that the fubjeCt’s right 
in that refpeCt was fo facred, that if it came in the proper 
form of a petition, it mult be received, whatever might be the 
matter it contained. He could not himfelf go the length that 
that doClrine had been carried in the cafe of "the Middlcfex 
eleCtion ; for in that cafe the petition went fo far as to ftate, 
that the Parliament was altogether vitiated, and all its aCts 
null, which was going a great deal farther than, according to. 
any apprehenfion of his, the prefent petition does. Wherever 
the impropriety, if any, was, fuch as could be overlooked, he 
would be very defirous always of palling it over ; and in this 
cafe he was clearly pf opinion for allowing the petition to be 
brought up. 

Mr. LAMBTON reminded the Houle of a cafe in which, 
though the difrefped was more glaring than in the prefent one, 
the Houfe had not thought it a fufficient ground for refilling to 
receive the petition. The cafe to which he alluded was that 
of Mr. Horne Tooke, who, in his petition, faid, that feats 
were purchased in the Houfe of Commons as notorioully as 
flails were hired at Smithfield. If ever there was difrefpe&ful 
language it was this, and yet the petition which contained it 
was received. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS ftated, that' in the cafe of Mr. 
Horne Tooke this Houfe went upon the idea that* being a pe- 
Voi. XXXIV. 4 A 
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tition complaining of an undue return, they were bound by the 
aft of Parliament to receive it, whatever might be its contents ; 
though even in that cafe he was of a different opinion, and * 
thought the Houfe could not be bound to receive fuch a pe- 
tition. 

Mr. R. SMITH laid, he thought it his duty to ftate to the 
Houfe, that, having obferved fome paffages in this petition 
which appeared to him rather ftrongly expreffed, he mentioned 
to fome of the mod rcfpeftablc fubferibers his fufpicion that 
the Houfe might poffibly confider them as difrefpeftful ; and 
it was but doing juftice to them to fay, that they would have 
•vvi filed to have taken out thefc paffages, but they did not well 
lee how it could be done, from the difficulty of collefting toge- 
ther no lefs than 2500 perfons, for by fo many was the peti- 
tion figned ; he was, however, fure that they meant nothing 
difrefpeftful to the Houfe. 

Mr. D. PARKER COKE- Hated reafons why, in his opi- 
nion, this petition ought to be received, and why he fliould 
take the fenfe of the Houfe upon it, if the right honoutable 
gentleman who opened the debate (hould perfill in oppofing it$ 
Teception. He admitted that the petition might have Hated its 
objeft ,in better language, and fo he had Hated to feveral of the 
gentlemen who figned it ; they were men of honourable cha- 
rafters, and, on reflefting on what he faid to them, expreffed 
a wifh that the objeftionable parts of the petition could be ex- 
punged, for that nothing was farther from their intention than 
to offer an infult to the Houfe of Commons, or to Govern- 
ment ; but that the vaff number of perfons who had figned the 
petition could not be again made acquainted with the altera- 
tion without being called together by a general meeting, the 
inconvenience of which would be very confiderable ; and that 
was the reafon why the expreffions complained of were fuffer- 
ed to remain. He did not believe that the language of this 
petition was fuch as to preclude it from being received. It 
Hated a certain departure in the practical part of the reprefen- 
tative fyftem of this Conffitution. We all knew that there 
were boroughs for which the Crown, and others for which 
certain noblemen, had the nomination, and he knew they 
were very honourable men, and good Members of that Houfe. 
fie knew that his fentiments upon fuch fubjefts as the rep re- 
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fentation of that Houfe were different from many of the Mem- 
bers of that Houfe, and from many of their conftituents. He 
had often verbally and in writing held this language to his con- 
ftituents, that he never would obey their orders as a Member 
of Parliament, but that he fhould always judge for himfelf, 
and a£t for himfelf ; and although he had held that language, 
he had not loft the confidence of his conftituents ; and he 
thought that his opinion was no refleftion on him as an indi- 
vidual. The Houfe could not confiftently refufe to receive 
this petition, unlefs it was libellous, and if it was libellous, 
they ought to profecute its authors and advifers for a libel, and 
upon that point he begged leave to fubmit a few thoughts to 
the Houfe. In the firft place, he admitted that if the petition 
was prefented to a Court of JLaw, the Judges might deem it to 
be a libel ; but although formerly the mode of trying libels 
was to leave the fa£l to the Jury, and the law to the Judges, 
yet we all know that this practice was now altered, and the 
Jury were to decide upon both law and fa£t : in that view, 
therefore, he thought it was extremely probable that a Jury 
would acquit any perfon charged with a libel upon this peti- 
tion. What would then be the cafe ? Why, that the Houfe 
of Commons had rejected a petition that was an innocent pub- 
lication. On the other hand, if the Houfe rejected this peti- 
tion as an infult upon its dignity, it would follow, as a matter 
of courfe, that, to preferve that dignity, they ought to punifh 
thofe who had offered to infult it. What then would be their 
fituation ? Why a Jury might acquit the perfons fo accufed, 
and then the Houfe would be fubje£t to the imputation of be- 
ing too tenacious of its dignity, and too inattentive to the 
rights of its conftituents. All thefe inconveniencies would be 
avoided by receiving the petition. Nor were the Journals of 
the Houfe without precedent upon this fubjedfc. He believed 
that in the year 1783 a petition was received much bolder and 
more irregular in its language than the prefent, where the 
Houfe was ftated to be a corrupt body. He believed that 
the petition of Mr. John Horne Tooke was alfo as offenfive 
to the dignity of the Houfe as this, or more fo, much more fo 
in his opinion, for he thought it was an open libel on the 
JHoufe, and the anfwer to it ought to have been that, in that 
ihape, it could not be received, and yet the Houfe received 
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that petition. The petition now before the Houfe had for its 
object a parliamentary reform ; on this point he knew there 
was a variety of opinions ; for himfelf he would fay, that he 
was of opinion that the Houfe of Commons, conftituted as it 
was, now anfwered all the purpofes of a complete reprefenta-' 
tion, and that an alteration in that refpe£t could not enable the 
Hodfe to fpeak the language of the Public better than they did 
at prefent : he was not, however, pofitively againft any attempt 
at a temperate reform ; but there were ideas abroad upon the 
word reform, to which he was no friend, but a determined 
enemy, and which he fhould oppofe as ftrenuoufly as he could, 
while he was a Member of Parliament. He faid, an Affem- 
bly (the Friends of the People) had been formed, to which, 

, and to the principles profcfled by its members, he would not 
fubfcribe. He thought it an aftembly unfortunately formed ; 
for that it had inculcated doctrines that were dangerous to the 
liberty of this country, and calculated to me and miflead 
the people. He had heard nothing of it lately, and he hoped 
its labours were nearly at an end. He concluded with ob- 
ferving, that he trufled the majority of the Houfe would fee the- 
danger of appearing to contend with its conftituents upon the 
light of petitioning — a dangerous conteft ; and therefore that 
they receive this petition at all events. If the oppofition to it* 
was perfifted in, he muft take the fenfe of the Houfe upon the' 
fubjedt. 

Mr. RYDER was againft receiving the petition, merely 
bccaufe it was worded in a difrefpedtful manner, but by no 
means becaufe he meant to contelt the right of the fubjeft to 
petition. On the contrary, he was for giving the prefent pe- 
titioners an opportunity of prefenting the fame prayer to the 
Houfe, unaccompanied with obfervations degrading to the 
Houfe. 

Mr. BURKE obferved, that with regard to the gentlemen 
who had figned the petition now under difeuftion, he did not 
confider them as criminal in any great degree ; for the proba- 
bility was, that the mats of them had never read it. The firft 
queftion was, whether the Houfe ought or ought not to receive 
it as it wasf The advocates for the receiving of the petition 
had deiiredthe Houfe to keep its temper — in this they were 
very right; becaufe, they muit.be confeloua they had taken 
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Tome pains to provoke the Houfe. The petition itfelf appear- 
ed to him fuch as that Houfe could not receive confiftently with 
its own dignity* for the audacity of the language was fuch as 
fhould not be tolerated* and the feditious tendency of the whole 
of the petition was fuch, as might become in time dangerous 
if the petition was fo far honoured as to be laid on the table of 
that Houfe without punilhing thofe who, had advifed the pre- 
fenting fuch a petition ; the better way therefore would be-nofr 
to receive the petition at all, and to teach thofe who wifhed to 
petition that Houfe, that they mull do it in a refpe£tful man- 
ner. This petition was only a fmall part of the fruit of th* 
do&rine which had lately been propagated by certain focieties, 
that England had no Conftitution. If the Houfe encouraged 
this, and fullered themfelves to be thus infulted, they would 
foon be overpowered by a torrent of infolence running ever 
their table, and they would be defpifed by the Public. Per- 
haps, indeed, when there was only a little indecorum to be 
obferved in a petition, the good temper of the Houfe might 
excufe it, but here indecorum was the fmalleft part of the of- 
fence i for it went the length of denying the authority of that 
Houfe, as a reprefen tat ive body of the Commons of Great 
Britain. He knew, that in the time of Lord George Gor- 
don’s turbulence, the Houfe received as bad a petition as the 
prefent ; but that was not a time to be regarded, as an ex-- 
ample for tire prefent. He favv no reafon whatever for receiv- 
ing this petition ; but he perceived an infinite number againft 
its reception. He took notice of the Society for Conftirutional 
Information, and hinted at others, all of whom, he obferved, 
like the prefent petition, went to propagate the do&rine that 
there is no Conftitution in this country ; and he obferved that 
the fafety of the State required the authors of fuch principles to 
be punifhed. But this was not the time to inquire into the 
guilt or innocence of any individual ; the queftion now was 
limply, whether the petition now before them, fhould be re- 
ceived or reje&ed, upon which he truft-d the Houfe had no 
difficulty. 

Mr. GREY faid, he agreed with the right honourable gen- 
tleman who fpoke laft, that this was not the time. to debate on 
the profecution of any individuals, compofmg this, that, or 
any other foe iety, but fimply whether the petition fhould be 



55 ® PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

received or rejected. The perfons compofing the Society to 
which he had alluded, and proceeding on the principles, and 
ailing from the neceflity which occafioned its original forma- 
tion, were perfons very well known to the Public, and men 
who had not departed, nor would depart, from the principles 
they originally profefled. They had viewed and maturely con- 
fidered*the prefent date of the reprefentation of this country, 
and they were clearly of opinion that it was not what it ought 
to be ; hence the propriety of receiving the prefent petition. — 
Nor could the right honourable gentleman who fpokc laft be 
ferioufly of another ; if he was, Mr. Grey faid, he would refer 
the Houfe to what that right honourable gentleman had himfelf 
faid during the American war. When it was faid, why might 
not America be virtually reprefented, as well as a great part of 
this country, “ What,” exclaimed the right honourable gen- 
tleman, “ when they wilh to behold the divine face of the 
** Britifh Conftitution, would you prefent to them its back, 
“ its fhameful parts ?” “ Would you return to them the 

** flough of our flavery as the model of their freedom?” Or 
if this was not fufficient, Mr. Grey laid, he could refer the 
Houfe to the fubfequent language of the right honourable gen- 
tleman, now the Chancellor of His Majdty’s Exchequer, be- 
fore he came into office. — “ That it was notorious that the 
“ Nabob of Arcot had fifteen Members in that Houfe, and 
** that they did not a£l upon an identity of intered with the 
“ people.” After this he would appeal to the Houfe whether 
they ought to be very nice in the language which they were to 
receive from their Condiments, and he warned them againd 
the danger of laying it down as a principle that the Members 
. of that Houfe were to be allowed to fay what their Condim- 
ents were not to be permitted to date in their petitions. He 
concluded with giving his aflent to the prefent petition being 
received. , * 

Mr. BURKE obferved, that the honourable gentleman had 
furnilhed the Houfe with fome feraps of former proceedings } 
he belonged to a fociety of ferap-gatherers. There was a place 

in this town called Rag Fair 

The SPEAKER called Mr. Burke to order.- . 

Mr. W. SMITH approved of receiving the petition, but 
•xprelled hknfelf more anxious about the opinion the Houfir 
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entertained of the gentlemen who figned the petition ; in the 
name of many -of them, he difclaimed all thought of infulting 
the Houfe. He allowed alfo, that fome of the.expreffions in 
the petition had better have been left out. He then Hated the 
reafon why thefe words were not expunged. 

The MASTER OF THE ROLLS oppofed the receiving 
of the petition. 

Mr. SHERIDAN, after remarking that nothing was fo 
likely to produce ill temper in certain gentlemen, as referring 
to the principles they had formerly maintained, hoped the 
Houfe would not imitate the example of thofe gentlemen. — 
If they 'wifhed to be treated with relpe£fc by their conftituents, 
their true courfc was to treat their conftituents with refpecSL 
An honourable gentleman had obferved, that a Society lately 
inftituted for the avowed purpofe of obtaining a parliamentary 
reform, was, as he trufltd, come to the conciufionof its labours, 
as he had heard nothing of it for fome time pall. He could af- 
fure the honourable gentleman, that the Society alluded to 
(the Friends of the People) was neither dead nor fleeping, but 
in the full vigour of activity. Another honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Burke) who oppofed bringing up the petition, did not 
feem to have the fame ideas of virtual reprefentation he had 
profelfed and publifhed formerly. Having got on the fubjedt 
of feraps, he would treat the gentleman who oppofed bringing 
up the petition, with another ferap. On a former occafion, 
referring to the borough of Old Sarum, it had been faid, that 
its ftreets were now only to be diftinguilhed by the different 
colours of the corn that grew on the foil which it once occu- 
pied ; and that its only manufacture was the manufacture of 
Members of Parliament. In the reign of Queen Elizabeth, 
a publication was laid before the Crown Lawyers as treafon j 
they anfwered, it was not treafon, but felony, for its contents 
were all ftolen from other publications. Juft fo it was with 
the petition ; its contents were all ftolen from the declarations 
and fpeeches by which the- Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
originally courted popularity. It was hard indeed if expref- 
fiuns, that had been applauded when fpoken in the Houfe of 
Commons were to be deemed inadmiftible when adopted by 
*the conftituents of the Houfe of Commons. He referred to 
the ftrong language of the petition of the city of London, on 
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the famous cafe of the Middlefex Election; fa id, that His 
Majefty’s prelent Minifter had given the model of Affociations 
for Parliamentary Reform, as it could make no difference 
whether refolutions were dated from the Thatched Houfe, or 
from the Free Mafon’s Tavern; and concluded with fupport* 
ing the petition’s being brought up. 

Colonel HARTLEY thought, that in the prefcnt circum-. 
fiances, the Houfe could not hold up their dignity too high ^ 
and was againft receiving the petition. 

Mr. WIGLEY fpokc alfo againft the petition. 

The Houfe dividedy 

For receiving the petition It 
Againft receiving it 109 


Majority 88 

The Houfe adjourned. 


LIST of the MINORITY on the Motion of Mr. FOX, o» 
Monday the 18th inftant. 


MEMBERS 

Rt. Hon. C. J. Fox, 
Charles Grey, Efq» 

R. B. Sheridan, Efq. 

Hon. T. Erfkine, 

Lord John RufTell, 

Lord William Ruftell, 

Earl of Wycombe, 

Hon. St. Andrew St. John, 
Hon. T. Maitland, 

Hon. P. C. Windham, 
W. Plumer, Efq. 

Rt. Hon. Rd. Fitzpatrick, 
William Baker, Efq. 
Dudley North, Efq. 

John Courtenay, Efq. 

M. A. Taylor, Efq. 

Henry Howard, Efq. 

S. Whitbread, jun, Efq. 
James Hare, Efq. 

W. Powlett Powlett> Efq.. 
W. Huffey, Efq. 

B. Vaughan, Eiq. 

W. Smith, Efq. 

P. Francis, Efq. 

Colonel Macleod, 


SIT FOR 

Wcftrninfter, 

Northumberland, 

Stafford, 

Portfmouth, 

Taviftock, 

Surry, 

Chipping Wycombe, 

Bedford lift re, 

Jedburgh, &c. 

Midhurft, 

Hertfordftiire, 

Taviftock, 

Hertfordfhire, 

Great Grimfby, 

Tam worth, 

Poole, 

Arundel, 

Bedford, 

Knarcfborough, 

Totncfs, 

Salilbury, 

Caine, 

Camelford, 

Blechingly, 

Iqyernel>ftiire, 
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Tofeph Jekyll, Efq. 

Rt. Hon. Lord R. Spencer, 
T. W. Coke, Efq. 

Edward Coke, Efq. 

R. Wilbraham, Efq. 

J. R. Burch, Efq. 

C. C. Wexlern, Efq. 

J. B. Church, Efq. 

J. Harrifon, Efq. 

W. Colhoun, Efq. 

T. Whitmore, Efq. 

Hon. E. Bouvcrie, 

J. C. Crefpigny, Efq. 

Sir E. Winnington, Bt. 

C. Taylor, Efq. 

C. Sturt, Efq. 

T. Thompfon, Efq. 

W. Lee Antonie, Efq. 

P. Howel, Efq. 


W. Adam, Efq. 

W. H. Lambton, Efq. 


SIT FOR 

Caine, 

Wareham, 

Norfolk, 

Derby, 

Bodvnyn, 

Thetford, 

Malden, 

Wendover, 

Great Grimfby, 
Bedford, 

Bridgnorth, 

Northampton, 

Sudbury, 

Droitwich, 

Maidftone, 

Bridport, 

Evemarn, 

Great Marlow, 

St. Michael’s, 


TELLERS. 


Rofsfhirc, 

Durham. 


m 


Friday , 22 d February. 

The order of the day being read for going into a Committee 
of the whole Houfe, to confider of the means of procuring a 
due attendance of Members on the days fixed for balloting for 
Committees on controverted elections ; the Speaker left the 
chair, and Sir George Cornwall took his feat at the table. 

Mr. T. GRENVILLE began with mentioning the refpe£t 
that was due to the a£fc, by which the matter under confidera- 
tion is at prefent regulated, and on which he did not now in- 
tend to propofe any alteration. He was forry to be called upon 
to fix the attention of the Committee op the absolute neceflity 
of their taking fome fteps to enforce a due attendance on days 
fixed for ballots ; feveral petitions, prefented fo long ago as the 
beginning of the prefent Parliament, being; ftilj undetermined. 
He had no doubt that part of the inconvenience which had of 
late arifen from the non-attendance of Members, was owing 
to the preifure of the times ; but if fo, it was the more necef- 
fary to provide an immediate remedy, both bepaufe the evil was 
likely to increafe, and from the danger of hazarding, at this 
time, the interruption of public bufinefs, Jt was his wifb to 
Vot. XXXIV, 4 B 
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accommodate the difficulty with as little inconvenience as pof- 
fible'. There appeared to him only two poliible remedies ; ei- 
ther an alteration of the law, or the enforcing a due attend- 
ance. He was in hopes to be able to digefl and bring forward 
fuch alterations on the prefent a 61 as may be of important be- 
nefit j but as thefe would only operate at the commencement 
of a new Parliament, he did not think it right to propofe them 
till then. Befides, were they at prefent to alter the law, it 
would lead to a prefumption that the execution of it is imprac- 
ticable. Wash fo, he would afk, on any other confideration 
than the want of due attendance in Members of that Houfe ? 
And could any plan be devifed, whereby the merits 01 con- 
troverted elections could be tried, without requiring if* hi Mem- 
bers much attention and attendance r lie had heard, indeed, a 
plan rpentioned of trying them by a foreign Judicature, not 
compofed of Members of that Houfe, but of that he coukl by 
no means approve ; he fhould regret any alteration in the ex- 
iting law, proceeding on a fuppofition of the impracticability 
of procuring attendance ; for, with what lace could they fay 
to their conflituents, that a beneficial law mull be altered, be- 
caufe they do not do their duty. The remedy which he fhould 
propofe was, a call of the 1 Houfe. There remained, he faid, 
on the tabic, eleven petitions ; four of which had been prefented 
at the beginning of the prefent Parliament •; and fort y he was 
that they were yet to be tried. Three of them had come in 
fince the commencement of the Parliament ; and lour of them 
were petitions refpcdling rights, fume of which lalt were fixed 
for a late day. Of the feven petitions complaining of undue; 
returns, it was probable that the one refpcCting Luggerlhall 
would go off altogether ; and although he did not fpcak from 
authority, yet he under fiood that the one reiV>e6ting Sudbury 
would not probably occupy much time. It was his intention, 
therefore, to propofe, that the call of the Houfe Ihould be on 
Wednefday the 6th of March, and that the two ballots, which, 
ape now fixed for Tucfday and Thurfday next, fhould be poft- 
porjed till the day after the call, and that the ballots for Crick- 
lade, Poole, and Pontefra6t, fhould be fixed for Tuefday thq 
12U1 of March, by which means the preifureof the call would 
continue for no more than fix days. He concluded with mov- 
,tl*e following feven resolutions : 
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1. “ That it is the opinion of this Committee, that it is 
highly advifeable that the Houfe fhould take fuch fteps as 

Vc may conduce to the molt fpeedy trial of the feveral petitions 
complaining of undue elections, or returns of Members to 
v< ferve in Parliament, in order that* as far as may be, they 
“• lhould be tried and determined in the prefent feflion of Par- 
“ liament. 

2. ** That it is the opinion of this Committee, That this 
“ Houfe fhould be called over on Wcdnefday, the 6th day of 

March next. 

3. “ That it is the opinion of this Committee, That fuch 
“ Members as fhal! not then attend, be fent for in cuftody of 
fi the Serjeant at Arms attending ii.i • Houfe. 

4. That it is the opinion of this Committee, That 
** the feveral petitions complaining of an undue eledtion and 
w return for the borough of Shaftefbury, now ordered to be 
“ taken into confideration on Tuefday next, the 26th inflant, 
“ and alfo, the feveral petitions complaining of an undue 
** eledtion and return for the borough of G teat Grim fby, now 
V( ordered to be taken into confideration onThurfday the 28th 

day of this inflant February, fhould be taken into confidera- 
<c tion on Thurfday the 7th day of March next ; and that me 
feveral petitions complaining of an undue eledtion and re- 
turn for the Borough of Cricklade, now appointed for 
** Tuefday the 5th day of March next, and alfo, the feveral 
t( petitions complaining of an undue ele&ion and return 
for the borough of Poole, now appointed for Thurfday the 
■“ 7th day of March next, fhould be taken into confidera- 
te tion on Tuefday the 1 2th day of March next, before the 
**■ confideration of the petition complaining of the Pontcfradt 
** Election now appointed for that day. 

5. “ That it is the opinion of this Committee, That oft the 
above recited days now appointed for the confideration of 

9t the feveral petitions above-named ; viz. on Thurfday the 7th 
day of March next, and on Tuefday the 12th day of March 
Ki next, or on any other day in this feflion of Parliament, on 
which any of the above-named petitions {hall be ordered to 
** be taken into confideration, and the Houfe fhall have pro-. 
€i ceeded to the appointment of a Seledt Committee for the 
** trial of any of the above-named petitions, and the names-®# 

4 B a 
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“ the Members (hall be drawn and called for that purpofe, 
“ Mr. Speaker fhould d‘re£l the name of every Member fo 
“ called, who (hall be abfent from the Houfe, to be fet afide ; 
tf and that a lift fhould he made of the names of fuch abfent 
“ Members to be reported by Mr. Speaker to the Houfe on 
“ next fitting day. 

6. “ That it is the opinion of this Committee, That, upon 
u the report of the lift of the names of fuch abfent Members, 
“ the Members, for whofe non-attendance, on the appoint- 
“ ment of any fuch Select Committee, a fufiicient excufe 
“ (hall not be made and allowed by the Houfe, fhould be 
•* forthwith ordered to be taken into the cuftody of the Serjeant 

at Arms attending this Houfe, and fhould not be difeharg- 
“ ed out of cuftody, without the fpecial order of the Houfe. 

7. “ That it i's' the opinion of this Committee, That the 
“ Houfe fiiould require, that ftrict proof fhould be given of 
“ the fa6ts and circumftances which fhall be allcdged in excufe 
** for the non-attendance of any Member, on the appointment 
“ of any fuch fele£t Committee, as is above deferibed.” 

Earl WYCOMBE faid, he was by no means an admirer of 
the cxifting a 61 of Parliament for trying contefted elections ; 
but ftill he allowed it was not without merit; it was, how- 
ever, not a pofitive, but a comparative merit ; the judicature 
which this a6t eftabiithed was better than that which it had abo- 
lifhed. But if there w r as any thing in it which he liked better 
than another, it was that it did not compel the attendance of 
any individual Member : lie himfclf had hitherto attended very 
regularly on balloting days ; but it was becaufe he was left to 
?6t as a free agent, and his attendance was .regular, becaufe it 
was voluntary. • He judged of others by himfelf, andashedif- 
liked compulfion, he prefumed it was no lefs difagrceable to 
others ; and therefore he confidered the plan propofed as ex- 
tremely dbje&ionable. 

Mr. FOX differed entirely from the noble Lord, and rather 
thought the compulfion did not go far enough. He was him- 
felf pne of the minority who oppofed Mr. Grenville’s bill ; 
but he had now altered his opinion of it, and thought the framer 
merited a well-earned praife. The principal obje&ion to it 
was, the flopping of public bufinefs ; but it could hardly have 
been forefeen, that gentlemen would fit in their rooms, and al- 
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low all public bufinefs to ftond flill, efpccially at fo very 'im- 
portant a crilis, and he was forry it fliould have fo happened. 
No ballot, during' the whole of this fcffion, had taken place 6n 
the day for which it had. been fixed, and one had been delayed 
fo long as from Tuefday to the Monday following. He ftated 
very forcibly the great inconvenience arifing from this, both 
with refpe£t to public bufinr's, and the interefl of the private 
parties concerned; and faid that, in his opinion, fuch com- 
pulfion as might enforce attendance, would be convenient lor 
gentlemen themfelves ; as nothing could be more unpleafant 
than the uncertainty which had hitherto taken place as to the 
time when any bufinefs would come on. He trufted, that the 
alterations, which his honourable friend had intimated his in- 
tention to bring forward in the prefent exiiting law, would 
have the effedl to prevent thofc evils which are now fo much 
felt ; and of which, the report the Houfe had heard that day, 
furni Ihed a molt melancholy inftance; two gentlemen had fat 
in the Houfe for no lefs than three feflions, who had no right 
whatever to be there ; while the real reprefentatives were dur- 
ing all that time deprived of their feats in the Houfe. He did 
not wifli to go into the fubje£t of virtual reprefentation ; but 
what could gentlemen think of a returning officer, ^dividing a 
Parliament with the electors, and having the firft three years 
too, which is the moft certain half! It was an evil of themoft 
alarming nature : and he hoped the bill intended to be brought 
forward by his honourable friend Mr. Grenville, in the outfet 
of a new Parliament, would go to the infuring a determination 
upon all controverted elections, at the very beginning of a Par- 
liament: the public benefit would be immenfe; and he was 
certain, gentlemen would find the fitting on one Committee at 
the beginning of a Parliament, and being infured from any 
after trouble, to be far lefs burdenfome than what they are at 
prefent fubje&ed to. As to the petitions now before the 
Houfe refpedling rights, he was anxious that they ihould not 
go over to another feffion ; becaufe, although in any other view, 
the fpeedy determination of them was not of fo urgent impor- 
tance, as of the petitions complaining of returns, yet they were 
an equal interruption to bufinefs. As to what had been hinted 
of the idea of a foreign judicature having cognizance in fuch 
cafes, be highly difapproved of it, and it was entirely in oppo- 
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The Houfe was at lafl re famed, and Sir George Cornwall' 
immediately reported the above refutations, to all of which the 
Houfe agreed, except the one, on which the above conyerfa- 
tion took place ; the motion of Mr, Pitt, it was ordered 
that this refolutioi/j'hould be recommitted on Tuefday, when 
he faid, he would* *iovc an amendment to it ; which would an* 
fwer the end that he had already dated, 

. Mr. M. A. TAYLOR now rofe, and faid, he was aware 
that fcarce any motions could gentlemen on his fide of the Houfe 
make, to which the epithets of fa&ious and feditious might 
not, and had not been indiferiminately applied ; he would not, 
however, now embark in a difeuffion of this kind : It would 
be difficult, he thought, to apply fuch arguments to the prefent 
cafe (if epithets of that kind deferved the name of arguments). 
In what he was now going to fay, he could not be called the 
advocate of France, he would be in truth the advocate of Engr 
lifhmen. The queftion was precifely this, whether in the 
very heart and body of the country, a large Handing army was 
to be kept up, and in a way totally unufual, as well as highly 
a’ arming. He would not think it neceffary to go into any ar- 
gument, as to Handing armies in general; it muH, however, 
be admitted, that in no free country could a large Handing ar-r 
my be kept up, without danger to liberty. Hiftory affords in- 
numerable inflances of States being modelled by armies; in 
this country, the fame army which raifed Cromwell to the 
Prote&orate, reHorcd Charles the Second. Thofe diHinguifhed 
characters who led the glorious revolution, thought it necelfary 
toeftablifh, by the declaration of rights, that no Handing army 
fhould be kept up without confent of Parliament ; and, were 
the cafe otherwife, the doors of this Houfe might as well be 
<hut up ; it was however, without much difficulty, that they 
got King William III. to difband his forces. With regard 
to the peace eHablilhment in this country, it had continued 
nearly the fame during the prefent reign ; but it had increafed 
much fince the time of Queen Anne : it now amounted to 
18,000 men, which appeared to him much too large, and it 
would be Hill much more alarming if the propofition he was 
about to make fhould not be agreed to. He had great fears* 
too, that this was not all the peace eflablifhment which was 
intended, to be kept up; for he obferved, in a circular letter 
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from die Secretary to the officers who had been appointed to 
raids independent companies, that thefe officers were ordered 
to go on and compleat their companies, although the arma- 
ment (hould not proceed; which feemed to gfye much reafon 
for apprehending an increafcd peace eftabliffim^u. Four ar- 
guments he underftood to be brought forward in ^avour of the 
army. The firft was, that great truft ought to put in the 
officers. In anfwer to this he would fay, that hoover much 
he refpefted the character of Britiffi officers, and n4man did 
it more, yet he could not help entertaining a jealoufy tat their 
being fo very much dependant on the Crown might\ender 
them too much attached to it; he was himfclf conftitutiWUy 
attached to the Crown as much as any man. But as officers 
were not only dependant on the Crown with refpeft to pronip- 
tion, but were liable to be difmilTed from the lervice by 
bare fiat , without being allowed a trial by Court-Martial; 
which right of the Crown had been lately exercifed on account 
of bare fpeculative opinions alone, it was but a fair conclufion 
to draw, from the nature of man, that they may probably be 
too much attached to the Crown: and even, whatever there 
might be in this, he would go much farther, and would fay 
plainly, that he would truft no man. It is faid, in the fecond 
place, that the Mutiny bill paflTes only once a year, and he 
was glad of it. During the continuance of war, it would 
furely be far from his with, that any alteration ffiould be made 
in that aft ; but he hoped, on the return of peace, it would be 
accurately revifed and amended, for it appeared to him to have 
been very haftily and incorreftly penned ; which opinion J udge 
Blackftone has ftrongly exprefled. In the third place it is faid, 
that the army is only voted for a year: but how do thefe votes 
pafs now ? Formerly the Secretary at War, on bringing for- 
ward the vote of the army, thought it always neceflary to-make 
a fpeech of fome length, ftating the particular grounds which 
rendered the vote neceflary : but, now, it generally pafles al- 
together as a matter of courfe. * 

The fourth argument, with refpeft to the army, relates to 
the queftion now before the Houfe. In truth, the connection 
between the foldier and the citizen has been the reafon why a 
(landing army has been permitted to exift in this kingdom.,-— 
Mr. Taylor here alluded to the opinions of Mr. Harley and 
Vox.. XXXIV. 4 C 
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Mr. Pulteney, who exprefled, in the ftrongeft poffible lan- 
guage, their ideas of the danger that/ mult arife to the Confti- 
ttition and to liberty, from quartering foldiers in barracks, and 
diflblving or kflening their connexion with the body of the 
people. But, faid Mr. Taylor, thefe two great men might 
perhaps be -onfidered to have been patriots like himfelf, and 
of courfe oe little regarded. He would beg leave, therefore, 
to appeal to Mr. Pelham, againft whom the fame objc&iOn 
,c pukl n't poffibly lie, if the title of patriot is to be appropriated 
to thou alone, in oppolition to the government of the day ; 
and ffr. Pelham’s opinion, which he read to the Houfe, was 
not/cl's decifive on this fubje&. Thefe were furely good au- 
thorities. He would mention another opinion given by Lord 
(7age in 1739, which went a great deal farther than he meant 
iO carry the argument. Speaking againft the augmentation of 
the troops, Lord Gage faid that one thing (meaning the quar- 
tering foldiers in barracks, and cutting off' their conne&ion 
with the people) he conftdered as of all others the moft fatal, 
and that it would give the finifhing ftroke to liberty. If this, 
(faid Lord Gage) lhould ever be attempted, it would become 
the duty of the people to draw their fwords, as the laft effort 
for liberty, and never to (heath them, till they had brought the 
authors and contrivers of the meafure to condign punifhment. 
Mr. Taylor faid, he could not pafs over another writer famous 
for his found judgement, as well as for his candour and hu- 
manity, in treating of military fubjcifts, he meant Judge Black- 
itonc, who fays that “ the foldiers lhould live intermixed with 
“ the people; no feparate camp, no barracks, no inland for- 
“ trelfes lhould be allowed.” In the argument which he was 
now maintaining, he had on his fide the ancient and rooted 
prejudices of the people, as well as the rcafon of the thing it- 
felf, and all the weight of the high authorities he had mention- 
ed. What did he meet oppofed to thefe ? Nothing, bht a 
fet of new-fangled opinions — Firft, it is alledged that it is a 
great hardlhip on inn-keepers to quarter foldiers on them. He 
believed it might, and that they thought it fo ; but, for what 
reafon ? Becaufe the price paid for hay and draw has not 
been raifed for many years; if part of the large fums expended 
on building barracks, were applied towards a reafonable increafe 
of the price paid for hay and ftraw, the' innkeepers would be 
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glad to have them. 2dly, barracks are laid to be necefTaryy 
to keep the minds of the foldiers, at the prefent moment,' 
from being prejudiced andpoifoned: but the experience of 
ages has evinced, that no walls are high enough to keep out 
opinions. Officer^, however, may perhaps fay, that, in bar- 
racks, better difeipline can be preferved : much rather would 
he with to fee the army placed on conftitutional ground ; were 
it even attended with a little relaxation, from the inoft rigid 
difeipline : but, in point of fa£l, are not the army oufc.of bar- 
racks, well difeiplined ? But thefe arguments, however Strong, 
were neither the only ones on his fide of the queftion, norwere 
they thofe which, in this cafe, prefTed moft forcibly upon his 
mind. 

For the whole fyftem of Minifters rtiewed an evident pre- 
concerted defign to curb and overawe the people by the bayonet 
and the fword, inftead of applying, if neceffary, the whole- 
fome corre£lion of the laws of England ; and this, in his con- 
fluence, he believed to be their intention. Barracks are faid 
to have done no hurt hitherto ; but they have been only ere&ed 
in feaports, and he believed in fome places about London and 
Weftminfter. So far indeed as his information went, it led 
him to believe, that the difeipline of foldiers in barracks, is 
worfe than when out of barracks. At Chatham, where he 
occafionally went, he underflood that no farther back than 
about three weeks fince, the foldiers there had behaved fo ri- 
otoufly and improperly, that the commanding officer, on a re- 
prefentation from the inhabitants, had found it neceflary to 
forbid them the ufe of fide arms. Mr. Taylor confefled he 
was much alarmed ; but he was told that there is no danger, 
becaufe the right honourable 'gentleman oppofite to him is a 
Conftitutional Minifter, and he has certainly made many ela- 
borate declarations on the beauties of the Conflitution : he 
could not, however, help confidering the maxim to be equally 
juft in politics as in religion, that “ by their deeds you fh&ll 
“ know them.” If he faw the excife laws extended, could 
he help thinking it a little degradation from the caufe of gene- 
ral liberty ? Since the vote of that Houfe fome years ago, 

“ That the influence of the Crown had increafed, is increaflng, 

“ and ought to be diminilhed,” that influence had alarmingly 
increafed: we are now going altogether from liberty: we have 

4C 2 
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engaged in war for, the fupport . of defpotifm : men have been 
difniiilisd fronj the fervice of the Crown, on account of abftradl 
fpeeulative opinions : affociations have been formed on the mod 
dangerous and unlawful principles, and for the word purpofes : 
We are going from the dandard of the Conditution to the 
dandard of me Crown : • If we go to Church to perform the fa- 
cred duties of religion, we hear canting prieds talking of paf- 
five obedience and divine right : probably becaufe my opinions 
on theft fubjt&s are different, I may be anathematifed as in 
the ga’l of bitternefs, and in- the bond of iniquity. He did 
not incline to enter into any argument with refpe£l to the 
Kirg’s rights, in virtue of his prerogative, of erecting bar- 
racks ; but, before proceeding to ere£t them, it was undoubt- 
edly the duty of His Majefty’s Miniders to have informed the 
Houle of their intention to do fo, and of the reafons which 
induced them to think it a meafure either prudent or neceffary. 
I t had been the uniform dcfire of the right honourable gentle- 
man (Mr. Pitt) to lower the fpirit of inquiry in that Houfe; 
all he thinks proper to afk of them is, to pay for what is al- 
ready done ; but they mud not inquire the reafon for which it 
is done. In the prefent indance, the ground intended for the 
purpofe was purchafed, and the barracks ere£led in fummer, 
and the right honourable gentleman endeavoured to fmuggle 
them through the lioufe. [Here there was a murmur of did 
fent from the oppofite fide of the Houfe.] Mr. Taylor re- 
peated, that Mr. Pitt had endeavoured to fmuggle them through 
the Houfe. ^ Did he not do fo, when he had fird purchaled 
ground and creeled barracks, and only came to that Houfe 
with a demand for defraying the expence? What was then 
left for the Houfe to do ? This appeared to him to be a great 
conditutional queftion j and he thought it highly dangerous, 
that barracks (hould be erected entirely at the pleafure of the 
Crown. He faid-that in the motion which he Ihould take the 
liberty to fubmit to the Houfe he lliould adopt the words of 
Judge Blackdone, and he concluded with moving. That it is 
the opinion of this Houfe that the uniform and perfevering op— 
ppfition of our ancedors from time to time, . to the ere&ing of 
barracks in this country, was founded upon a juft Jenfe of the 
true principles <of our.moft excellent conditution, andthatthe* 
'Opinion has been jufti bed, upon high legal a nd p ol it ical iautbo * 
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. rity, “ That the foldiers fhould lire intermixed with the people, 
“ in order that they might be connected with them ; and that 
“ no feparate camp, no barracks, no inland fortrefles, fhould 
“ be allowed.” 

Sir GEORGE YONGE faid, that at the time that jealouf/ 
alluded to by the honourable gentleman had been fhewn in this 
country of a (landing force, there had prevailed a much greater 
alarm than at prefent of the confequences with which fuch a 
force might be attended. If there was now any caufe for jea- 
loufy, the Houfe had to confider whether it was fanftioned by 
any want of care or wifdom on their part. There were one 
or two expreffions which had fallen from the honourable gen- 
tleman, to which he mull advert, and which refpe&ed a bod/ 
of men, whom he mud always honour, and to whofe character 
he confidered himfelf as bound upon every occafion to do jus- 
tice. Thcfe were the officers of the army, whom the honour-' 
able gentleman had deferibed as more immediately dependant 
upon the Crown, to which they looked for their promotion*/ 
But why were they to be confidered exclufivcly in this light? 
Did not officers of the navy look to the crown for promotion ?' 
Did not gentlemen of the law likewife look for promotion to 1 
the fame quarter ? Why then were Officers of the army to be 
reprefen ted as more immediately dependant upon the Crown, a 
reproach which he muft confider as equally illiberal and un- 
founded., The honourable gentleman had faid, that he fpoke 
to the prejudices and jealoufies of the Britilh nation ; this cer- 
tainly was the cafe ; he fpoke to the prejudices and jealoufies of 
former times, but not to prejudices and jealoufies which rioW 
exifted. The meafure which had been adopted of erefting 
barracks was necefiary to the fecufity of the kingdom. He re- 
gretted, that of late years in feveral infiances the civil power 
had not been able to exercife its authority without calling in the 
aid of the military. This had particularly been the cafe at the" 
prefent time. It was necefiary, therefore, to have the foldiers 
ft> difpofed of, that they could fpeedily be called together, and 
ready to aft with mod effeft. After all, what had by the ho- 
nourable gentleman fometimes been called barracks and fome- 
times fortrefles, were in a great many places Only fiables for 
putting up the horfes. Thofe places of the country in which 
troops had been ftationed, fo far from filing the alarm and 
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jealoufy which had been defcribed by the honourable gentle* 
roan, we re, on the contrary, a&uated by very different fentiments, 
and had ex prefled themfelves. highly fatisfied with this falutary 
precaution, and the provifion which was thereby made for their 
internal tranquillity and fecurity. 

Mr. MINCHIN confefled that he alfo faw no danger in 
the meafure which had. been fo much objefled to by the honour* 
able gentleman who had fpoken firft. He thought it, on the 
contrary, attended with many advantages. And firft it reliev- 
ed a certain defcription of men from a grievous tax, which, 
during lad war had been fo very oppreflive that feveral publi- 
cans had given up their licences. It was likewife a meafure 
very favourable to the exa£l: obfervance of difcipline. For 
though foldiers were at dated hours obliged to retire to their 
quarters, yet when they were quartered in a public houfe, this 
regulation could not be enforced. For in that cafe, when the 
officers went to bed/ the foldiers might take the opportunity to 
leave their quarters, and might be engaged in riots or mifehiefs, 
which there were no means of difeovering or preventing. But 
this could not occur in barracks, which were equally condu- 
cive to the health and morals of the troops lodged in them.— 
In public houfes the foldiers were continually expofed to the 
temptation of expending that pay which might procure them 
folid nourifhment, for obnoxious liquors, equally pernicious to 
their constitution and morals. With refpeft to the utility of 
barracks, he referred to the example of a lifter kingdom (Ire- 
land) where they had been always in ufe. There fo much 
were their beneficial effe£ls experienced, that thofe towns, 
where they were not erected, even made application for them, 
and could not be fatisfied without fuch an edablifhment. 

Major MAITLAND faid, that he waited patiently for fotne 
lime to hear the two honourable gentlemen who had defended 
the fydem of barracks, becaufe he had a curiofty to hear what 
they had to fay upon the fubje£t, and on what ground it was 
.that a plan fo new could be fupported, and why it fhould be 
adopted. But after all that he had heard from the honourable 
Secretary at War, whofe fituation gave him an opportunity of 
knowing much upon the fubje&, and alfo all that he had heard 
from the grave orator who fpoke 1 aft, he was more at a lofs to 
form an opinion than he was before he had heard them. He 
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was not only to look for a caufe of the meafure in Ou eft ion, 
but alfo for the mode in which it was to be carried on. If the 
meafure itfelf was offenfive to thofe who wifhed for the welfare 
of the people of this country, the mode by which that meafure 
was to be carried on was not lefs fo. It was a fyftem which 
was dangerous in itfelf, for it compelled all its objedls to look 
to the King only, inftead of looking, as every one lhould look, 
that was ultimately to be fupportcd by the people, to all the 
three branches of the Legillature, King, Lords, and Com- 
mons. How did they apply this obfervation ? Was not His 
Majefty to have the dire&ion of all his army ? Moft certainly 
he was : but this was not the whole of the cafe ; for it was 
well known to the Houfe, that laft feflion His Majefty had al- 
lowed — (and here he begged to remark, that he was not fpeak- 
ing of His Majefty, as a&ing of his own mind ; but in the 
conftitutional language of this country, by the advice of his 
Minifters, who alone are refponfible in fuch cafes) His Ma- 
jefty, he faid, had allowed an additional fum of money for the 
payment of 'the army, without confulting that Houfe. This, 
under the qualification he had given already, he faid, was irre- 
gular, however Minifters had thought fit to advife His Majefty 
to do f j. It was their fyftem to a£t in a manner independent 
of that Houfe, and to render its function as nominal as pof- 
'fible. This ftep was part of that fyftem. Anotherpart of the 
fame fyftem, was that of the meafure now under confideration, 
the building of barracks ; this might be called a fort of punifh- 
ment, and he feared the foldiers would fee and feel in that 
manner. The building of the barracks ought to have been 
fubmitted to, and the whole plan of it laid before the Houfe, 
becaufe as the money was to come out of the pockets of their 
conftituents, the Members of that Houfe were the only per- 
fons fit to judge of the propriety or impropriety of the mea- 
fure ; and they were the only perfons who had, by the consti- 
tution, a right to decide upon the fubjeft. But Minifters had 
no refpe& for the conftitution in this refpefl ; they undertook 
to do any thing they pleafed, and afterwards came to Parlia- 
ment to call upon them to pay the ex pence of it. Thus far. 
he had fpoken of the mode, and obje&ed to it ; he had ftill 
more objection to the meafure itfelf. It had been defended, as 
fome might think, "by the two honourable gentlemen by argu- 
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meats j he confcfled he did not feel himfelf able to arjfwer thefe 
arguments, becaufe he was at a lofs to recolle& that they had 
made ufe of any, at leaft, that required any anfwer. As to the 
point taken notice of in the opening of this fubjedt by his ho- 
pourable friend, that the officers of the army being more 
conne&ed with the Crown, were therefore more jealoufly to 
be regarded. On this point he differed from his honourable 
jfriend ; for he was fure, that if the Crown did but a£t properly 
with them, there never would be any occafion to fay any thing 
pgainfl the public principles of the army. If the contrary 
Should be the cafe, and the hour fhould come when military 
merit fhould be totally difregarded, and the army fhould feel 
that impreffion, and know by experience that Government at- 
tended to private intereft in the difpofition 6f all its promotions 
in the army, (as of late there was too much reafon to complain) 
dreadful indeed would be the fituation of the country. If it 
ffiopld be once felt as a general principle, that thofe who had 
bled in the field, and endured all the hardihips of a military 
life for years, were to be neglected, and that others were to 
l>e advanced who had no military merit, for no reafon affigned, 
but for well-undei flood reafons, which it was not convenient 
|o avow, (which he could not help faying had in fome degree 
been the cafe) then he would fay that this country might be in 
danger. With regard to the mutiny bill, on which the whole 
pf the military authority of this country depended, he muft al- 
low that it impofed fome degree of flavery on. the foldiers, but 
pot an iota more than was abfolutely requifite for the purpofes 
pf military difeipline. 

As to the argument, that the fituation of this country was 
fuel), as to juftify the civil officers to call in the affiftance of 
tlje military, nay, that fuch affiftance had been often wanted, 
this was of a piece with the other part of the conduct of Mi- 
nisters ; for they had already endeavoured to fpread fham alarms 
throughout every part of the kingdom, of fedition, infurrec- 
tions, and rebellions ; and this they did, that they might with 
thp greater eafe plunge this country into a war ; but he called 
Upon any of the Officers of the Crown now to (late any of tbefe 
feditions, or difpofition to rebellion, in this country, or the 
nectffity there was for calling forth the alarm of the -people at 
large upon the fubjeft. 
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With refpeCt to our having our military in barracks, he 
' granted, that if Minifters could Hate any neceffity, the meafure 
ought to be adopted, becaufe there were, in certain cafes, fome 
advantages to be derived from that mode of keeping the mili- 
tary in readinefs ; but we muft like wife remember the difad- 
vantages to which that mode fubjeCted us, and therefore, be- 
fore Parliament fhould fanCtion the meafure, great attention 
ihould be paid to it ; as to the point of mere difcipline, he did 
not think that barracks were neceflary; hewas, indeed, of a 
contrary opinion ; and as to the idea of taking the army away 
from the mafs of the people, for the fake of improving their 
health and morals, he could not agree with the honourable gen- 
tleman who had fpoken upon that fubjeCt. Indeed no man 
could pay too high a compliment to the character of the Britifh 
army'; he believed that in truth they were fuperior to any other 
upon earth ; and why ? — Becaufe they Hood upon a different 
footing from all other foldiers in the world. Becaufe they were 
deeply intereHed in the country for which they were enliHed , 
becaufe not one of them was a foldier merely, but united the 
two characters of citizen and foldier. But if they were to be 
put into barracks, that would tend to take away from them 
the moH valuable part of the character, that of citizen ; which 
was indeed the moH valuable character of every Britifh fubjeCt. 
He could not here fupprefs an obfervation made on the charac- 
ter of the Englifh foldiers by the late King of Pruflia, whofaid 
he never could reduce them to difcipline, but that they were 
fuch as could beat any difeiplined troops in the univerfe. This 
the Major faid he would prove them to be ; but it appeared to 
him that the mode adopted by Government was to' deflroy this 
union of the characters of citizen and foldier ; and he could not 
help confidering them in fome meafure feparated. It was 
againH the principles of the conHitution that officers^ againH 
whom no objection could be made on the fcore of military 
merit, fhould be removed and difmifTed from the fervice upon 
points of fpeculati ve opinion, as had lately been the cafe. He 
could not, he faid, help lamenting that this made part of the 
fyflem to reduce the army to a mere machine, to be difpofed of 
at the will and caprice of the executive Power, or rather at the 
v mercy <of the MiniHer ; it was a plan perfectly new, and difife- 
rent from every thing that had been adopted before. He had 
Vol: XXXIV. 4 D 
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heard much faid againft reform at the prefent time, but little . 
did he think that the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) was 
commencing a reform, or father an alteration, in the Confti- 
tution, and that too for thepurpofe of increafmg the power of 
the Crown, againft the rights and privileges of the fubjeft. He 
concluded with giving his hearty a (Tent to the motion. 

Lord BEAUCHAMP obferved, that it appeared rather ex- 
traordinary to him that the prelent occafion Ihould be taken to 
objeft to barracks, at a time when there was nothing before 
the Houfe to lead to that inquiry. They had not any eftimate 
upon the table relative to the expence, and why Ihould the ho* 
nourable gentleman enter into the difeuflion of the fubjeft be- 
fore the Houfe were at all acquainted with the extent of thefe 
barracks ? His Lordlhip obferved, that the honourable gen- 
tleman who opened the debate had faid, in order to give co* 
lour to his obfervation, that the building of barracks, as it was 
now to be carried on, was a new fyftem, and that the doftrine 
of its neceflity in this country was new ; whereas the plan of 
building barracks had been known, and barracks had been 
erefled many years ago. This was not the firft time when 
the difeuflion of barrack building had taken place - r and it had 
On thefe occafions been invariably determined, that His Ma- 
jefty had the unqueftionable right of taking it upon himfelf ; 
and he believed there was not an inftance in Which it had been 
neceflary to come to that Houfe for its previous approbation. 
His Lordfhip then faid, that, „ in his opinion, it was no ob- 
jection, in fuch a country as this, that a thing of this fort Was 
new i for there was no country, in his opinion, which could 
.be ftationary in its politics. But he did not admit, that, in 
point of fa£t, this was a deviation in policy from the ancient 
fyftem of this country ; belidcs, if other countries changed 
their fyftem of policy, it Was neceflary that Great Britain 
ihould do the fame thing. He obferved, as to the lituation of 
'this country in the time of King William', upon which fo 
much ftrefs had been laid, and the difficulty that Prince had. to 
keep up his army, owing to the jealoufy the people of this 
'country had againft Handing armies, the Houfe would recol- 
left that then all the monarchs of Europe were defirous to 
emulate Louis XI V. in -keeping up large (landing armies^ and 
lint King William was a foreign prince, and therefore it was 
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_ natural that there fliould have been a degree of jealoufy, under 
fiich circumftances, at that time. A greats part of the £tme 
policy and jealoufy prevailed in the time of the two Srfl princes 
of the prelent family, and yet without a confiderable Handing 
army the people of this country mull have fallen. What was 
the fituation of this country at the prefent time ? If barracks 
Were not to be erefted, what would be the fituation of the 
large manufadturing towns ? If dragoons were not colledled 
eafily, did the Houfe imagine that the mifehief that might be 
intended to be done by rioters could be avoided if the military 
were quartered in different public houfes at a di fiance from 
each other, and if meafures to prevent riots were not taken in 
a very early flage of them, they might become too ftrohg to be 
prevented at all ? He referred to the riots at Birmingham, in 
which a feene of plunder and mifehief was known to have 
taken place, and he believed that, confidering the difpofition 
of the people there, if troops of dragoons had been in barracks 
in the neighbourhood, whatever might have been intended, 
it would not have happened as it did. 

With regard to the difpofition of the people in general, he 
did not brieve that any confiderable objedtions would be made 
to thefe barracks. In Warwickfhire, where he refided, the 
inhabitants were perfectly fatisfied with the plan. Befides, 
this was part of the policy of a ftate, in purfuing of which he 
faw not the fmalleft danger, but in a quite different light. 
He contended alfo, that there were no general rules of policy 
that might not require alteration from circumfiances ; and that 
was the view in which he faw the prefent meafure. Indeed 
he faw abundance of reafon for the prefent meafure. When 
the Handing army of France was placed on a very different 
footing from any that ever was before known in that country, 
and depended on principles entirely democratical, lhould vye 
not put the Britifh army upon another footing from what they 
had been ? He maintained that we fhould. He believed in- 
deed that the Britifh army was now what it always had been, 
brave, loyal, and attached to the ConHitution of this country. 
He believed that they were not now, or that they ever had 
been, infe&ed with republican notions, at leafi ever lince the 
'time of Cromwell. Ged forbid they fliould, God lend that 
they might preferve their attachment to the juH cquipoife of 

4 D a 
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the Con ft i tut ion of this country. But foldiels were but men ; 
and when we knew that fuch pains had been taken to corrupt 
them — when we knew that the very inftitution of Sunday 
Schools had been made ufe of for that purpofe— when we knew 
that Mr. Paine’s book had been fo induftrioufly diftributed 
amongft them — when we knew that, if barracks were not 
ere&ed, that foldicrs would be quartered in the loweft and the 
moft infamous public houfes, where their principles Would be 
every day attacked, and their manners contaminated by the 
moft vile alTociates — it was proper that fbtnc meafure fliould 
be taken, and he confefled freely he knew of none better than 
the prefent, as well to avoid thofe evils as to prevent a difpofi- 
tion of mutiny. With refpeft to the obfervation that foldicrs 
were certainly dependant on the throne, he (hould not fay a 
word and as to the obfervations drawn from other times, he 
muft fay that he could not place much reliance on them ; be- 
lides, if what was faid on that part of the fubje£fc was quite 
correift, yet he would fay it was no rule to us, for thofe days 
were very different from the prefent ; and as there was no cla- 
mour at prefent in the country againft this meafure, he muft 
regard it in all refpe£ts proper, and therefore he would oppofe 
the motion. 

Mr. COURTENAY faid he had liftened with all the at- 
tention and deference which he thought it his duty to do to 
the noble Lord who had juft fat down, and to the honourable 
gentleqaan who had preceded him, and neither of them had 
advanced any thing that had convinced him of the impropriety 
of the motion of his honourable friend. The noble Lord 
indeed had faid, that the motion was out of time, becaufe no 
eftimate of the expencc, or plan of the extent of the barracks 
in queftion, had as yet been laid before the Houfe. Mr. 
Courtenay faid that this feemed to him to be an Irilh mode of 
arguing, for it went to eftabliih it as a principle, that we were, 
to have the Barracks firft, and then to have the eftimate of the 
expence, and plan of the extent of them. This was certainly 
a new mode of allowing the Houfe of Commons to judge of 
the propriety of the meafures of Government! The next 
point that came from the noble Lord was, that politics in this- 
country were not to be ftationary, in which he had the honour 
to concur with his Lor^Mhip ; for he found that politics were 
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not to be ftationary with men, nor were men to be ftationary 
in politics. At moft, the only point on which they were fo 
was, that they fat with him and his honourable friends on that 
fide of the Houfe : this, however, was excufable, for the other 
fide was already too much crowded. 

With regard to the neceflity of thefe barracks, as the noble 
Lord had not, nor had the honourable gentleman, given a fa- 
tisfa&ory reafon for their being ere&ed, he was con drained to 
feek it from another quarter, and it had occurred to him that 
thefe buildings were to be regarded as a fort of military nun- 
nery to preferve the chaftity of our foldiers, and that it was 
thought that they ought to be ftrongly locked up, and that they 
were only to look through gates and iron bars. Here being 
fome murmurs, Mr. Courtenay obferved there was no indeli- 
cacy in his intention, for he had taken the thought of a very 
celebrated and chafte Englifh poet, John Dryden, into whofe 
works he had lately looked, and where he found a pafiage ap- 
plicable to the advantages of thefe barracks to the foldiers. 

For it is of a nature fo fubtle. 

That, unlefs it is guarded with care. 

The odour will fly through the bottle. 

And file fpirit impregnate the air. 

He was of that opinion ; and Mr. Courtendy faid he could 
wifli that the noble Lord was in fuch a fituation as to propole 
fbmething that would preferve our foldiers in the barracks from 
corruption. The noble Lord, however, had tarnifhed the 
character of the army, by fuppofing that a foldier could be 
corrupted by the principles to which he had alluded. Mr. 
Courtenay faid, that, in fo obferving, a flur was thrown upon 
the char after of the Britifh foldier. But it had been farther 
obferved, that the French principles would contaminate our 
army, if left out in different quarters, and therefore barracks 
became neceflary, and the reafoning ran thus that they had 
already corrupted the citizens, and therefore it became necef- 
fary to take care of the foldiers. To this Mr. Courtenay faid 
he obje&ed, becaufp he conceived it to be introducing an infi- 
dious artificial diftinCtion between a citizen and a foldier in 
this country, a thing at all events to be avoided, becaufe it was 
jon thc union of the two characters every thing excellent in our 
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military depended. As to what had been (aid on barracks, 
and, the propriety of eredling them, and that the foldiers would 
not murmur at it, and fuch obfervations, he knew the nature 
of barracks a great deal too well to afient to fuch dodlrine ; 
he knew that foldiers regarded the living in barracks as a thing 
to be avoided, if poflible ; they knew well enough the hard- 
(hips they endured, and regarded it as an invidious diftindtion 
Sp be in barracks, when they compared their fituation with 
that of thofe who were out of barracks ; and he knew too that 
a Britifh foldier did not like that a diftindtion fhould be made 
between him and his brother foldier : this would create animo- 
fity between the foldiers, for it was the nature of mankind to 
hate thofe who were in a better fituation than themfelves, 
when they were fure there was no reafon to regard them as in- 
ferior to the objects of favour. 

The noble Lord objected to an authority quoted by his right 
honourable friend, becaufe little reliance could be placed on it. 
Mr. Courtenay faid, he (hould quote another authority, to 
which he believed there would be no objection : it was the dif- 
tinguifhed author of the Spirit of Laws, Montefquieu. That 
great author (aid, “ that fo jealous are the people of England 
44 of (landing armies, that they are only voted from year to 
** year ; but they never fuffer men to lay in barracks, becaufe 
44 that would be making a diftindtion between citizens and 
4f foldiers, by feparating foldiers from the mafs of the people,. 
** and accuftoming foldiers to confider themfelyes as a diftindt 
44 body, they would thereby be the more readily brought to adk 
* againft the people.’* 

But the army of France, it feemed* were democratical, and 
therefore a different fyftem was to be adopted with refpedt to 
our foldiers. What was to be underftood by this ? Was it 
that the army of England was to fupport defpotifm, and that 
for that purpofc barracks were to be eredted all over the 
kingdom r 

He then enumerated the effedts of barracks, both as to their 
internal management and the effedl they might produce in the 
country, and the manner its which they might perhaps be em- 
ployed ; firft, to' overawe the people, and afterwards finally 
deftroy their freedom. 
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As to their "having a died upon the fyftem of barracks in Ire- 
land, he did not think that a reafon why it lhould be adopted 
in this country ; there was a difference between this country 
and Ireland, which reminded him of the Opinion given by the 
late Mr. Seijeant Davy, a celebrated lawyer, who had faid, 
that as Ireland was in a (late of a&ual flavery, there was no- 
thing remaining to be done, but to fubdue the fpirit of the in- 
habitants ; to make the whole a fyftem of fecure defpotifm ; 
and he knew of nothing that would effe&uate this, but by 
erecting barracks all over the kingdom. 

He then took notice of the wifhes which had been exprefled 
by many perfons in the country for barracks for foldiers. No 
doubt there were. Publicans, on account of the burden that 
would be taken off ; and the worthy gentlemen of the different 
AflTociatiOns— -men who had no principle of morality or virtue 
in general, and who cared for nothing, nor had any thing in 
view, but their own intereft. 

The next point was the obfervation with rcfpeft to the ad- 
vancement of lawyers, and the power of the Crown to provide 
for them, as had been alluded to by the honourable Secretary 
at War. It was thought by the Crown, and no doubt juftly, 
that a lawyer’s confcience was more tender than that of any 
other, and therefore whenever he abandoned the principles of 
juftice, he was to be rewarded the more for it, in proportion 
as the people might defpife him for facrificing his profeflional 
reputation. But if he fhould appear regardlefs of his reputa- 
tion as a profeflional man, defpife the moft obvious principles 
of natural juftice ; forfake all pretenfion to honour or to ho- 
nefty — lend his name to the moft contemptible paltry trick, 
then he was entitled to be placed at the head of his profeffioA. 
In ftiort, a lawyer had a fort of Taliacotion confcience, which 
was well underftood by the Court, and treated accordingly ; he 
meant in the inftance of Judge Jeffreys in the reign of Charles 
IJ. and Mr. Juftice Scroggs ; but God forbid he fhould allude to, 
the prefent time. 

Upon the article of augmentation in the army, tinder the 
head of Staff Officers, great as that was, he believed the coun- 
try would regret that there was not one more added to the 
number in that honourable ftation ; a more gallant, able, 
adeemed, and diftinguifhed Officer, he believed there was 



576 PARLIAMENTARY A. 17^ 

not in this fervice. [This alluded, we believe, to Sir Charles , 
Grey.] 

Lord MULGRAVE paid the higheff compliments to the 
charafier of the Britifh foldiers, and exprefled his aftonifh- 
ment, that it fhould once have been thought that they would 
confider their being in barracks as a punifhment, When they 
knew that it was part of their duty to fubmit to it as military ' 
characters. He knew they would fubmit without a murmur 
to what they had undertaken on their entering into the fervice. 
He exprefled his aftonifhment alfo, that the mutiny ad ihould 
be deemed as fattening any ttavery on a foldier ; it was an ad 
that formed a material part of the Conttitution of this country, 
and was fuch as was abfolutely neceflary for the well-being of 
the State. His Lord fh ip took notice of the quotations taken 
from the fpeeches of Mr. Pulteney and Mr. Pelham, by the 
honourable gentleman who now brought this fubjed before the 
Houfe, and feemed to be of opinion that little reliance could 
be placed on the labours of thofe who fo irregularly attempted 
torepdrt the debates of that Houfe, inafmuch as the reafoning 
in the reports of thefe fpeeches, appeared to his Lordihip to be 
quite abfurd. He expatiated upon the neceflity of barracks in 
the prefent fituation of affairs, and upon their military ufe, 
and concluded that, from his own experience, he could af- 
fure the Houfe he never knew of any one evil occafioned by 
them. 

Major MAITLAND explained ; and faid he did not mean 
to. /ay, that being ftationed in barrack's was abfolutely a pu- 
nifhment in a military fenfe ; but that foldiers would regard it 
in that view, upon comparifon with the fituation of other fol- 
diers. He difclaimed alfo all thoughts of intending to convey 
any refledion on the army, when he faid they were dependant 
on the Crown. 

Mr. BURDON faid, that as a Magittratc, he had felt the 
want of barracks latt fummer in the part of the country where 
he reffded. In corporate towns, where there was a more re- 
gular and efficient police, tumult [and infurredlion might be 
prevented by the civil power, but in towns of a different de- 
feription, which had become populous by trade or manufac- 
ture, the aid of the military was often neceflary ; and Magi- • 
ftrates being unwilling 1 6 fend for troops till the latt neceflity. 
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becanfe the people on whom they were to be quartered, though 
them a burden, mifchief was fometimes done that might haw 
been prevented. In all fuch places barracks would obviate thi 
difficulty. He was therefore againft the motion. 

Sir GEORGE HOWARD reprobated the bringing forward 
of queftions day by day, reflecting ort the conduit of Minifters,, 
at a time like the prefent. Some gentlemen feemed to wifli, 
that Minifters had been withheld from going to war witi 
France, when from the conduit of France, it was evidentj 
that war could not be avoided. The time was fuch as to call 
upon every man to exert himfelf in fupport of a Conftitution 
which had exifled unchanged for one hundred years, and he 
eould not but exprefs his abhorrence of motions made on fuch 
an occafion, that tended only to embarrafs Minifters, and 
weaken the public confidence in their integrity. Of Mr. Pul- 
teney, whofe opinion had been quoted, he would mention a m 
anecdote. In Sir Robert Walpole’s adminiftration, when a 
meflage from the King informed the Houfe, that Spain had 
declared war againft England, Mr. Pulteney faid, that what- 
ever might be in his opinion of Minifters he fhould hold him- 
felf unworthy of a feat in that Houfe if he did not join heart 
and hand in enabling them to oppofe the common enemy ; he 
wifhed the fame declaration had been made by oppofltion on 
the war with France. He firmly believed that for two years. 

■ part a regular fyftematic plan had been purfuing by perfons in 
this country, in concert with perfons in France, to produce 
the greateft mifchief that this country could fuftain. But the 
great majority of the people of this country, if they could be 
polled from Eaft to Weft, and from North to South, would 
be found firmly attached to the Conftitution of their anceftors. 
They had yet religion among them. They had not declared 
themfelves Atheifts. Such arguments had been held in the 
Houfe of Commons as might have been expelled to be ufed if 
five or fix Members of the French Convention had been ad- 
mitted to the bar to plead the caufe of France. He could not; 
be ignorant of the difpofition of the army, in which his whole 
life had been fpent. He had ferved nine campaigns abroad, 
•and muft know fomething of thofe who ferved with him. He 
could not admit that officers, of the army were more to be fuf- , 
pelted of undue attachment to the Crown than any other de- 
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fcription of men. Both officers and privates were zealoufly at- 
tached to the Conftitution. He concluded with again depre- 
cating the agitation of queftions, tending toleflen public con- 
fidence in Minifters. Let them now be fupported in defending 
the country, and when the proper time came let them be im- 
peached if they had a&ed wrong. 

Mr. FOX faid, that all his refpe& for the right honourable 
General, could not prevent him from anfwering, that the ad- 
vice he had juft given, if the Houfe were to follow it, would 
prove a complete fufpenfion of the moft valuable functions of 
that Conftitution which he was fo anxious to defend. If when 
the country was brought into danger, they were to fay, that 
they would agitate no queftions but what Minifters chofe to 
agitate, that they were in no inftance to examine their conduct, 
but to commit the whole management of public affairs impli- 
citly into their hands, they fhould betray the truft which their 
conftituents had repofed in them, they fhould relinquifh the 
moft- imperious of their duties, namely that of watching, and 
when neceflary controulingthe fervants of the Executive Power, 
and the practice of our Government would be any thing, but 
what it had formerly been, and what he hoped it would long 
continue. His honourable friend was not to be blamed for 
the motion he had made. It arofe out of the conduct of Mi- 
nifters; and 'to that conduct, not to the mover of it, was it 
to be imputed. He had as high an opinion of the integrity, 
the honour and principles of the officers of the Britifh army, 
as the right honourable General : but he would not pay them 
a compliment at the expence of the Conftitution. He would 
not facrifice to them that jealoufy, which it was the duty of 
the Houfe of Commons to entertain of every fet of men, fo 
immediately connected with the Crown. To . the Crown 
they muft look for promotion, by the Crown they might be 
difmiffed from their profeflion without any oaufe affigned, 
and to the Crown they muft be attached in different degrees 
from men on whom fimilar motives did not operate. This at- 
tachment arofe from the fituation in which they were placed, 
it applied to them colle&ively as a body, and was no difparage- 
mertt whatever to any of them as individuals. To the Crown 
it was faid Lawyers muft look for promotion, the Crown 
could give and take away ftlk gowns, but the Crown could 
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■ — neither give nor take away the fair emoluments of a man's 
abilities in his profeflion. The filk gown would bring but 
few, if any clients, and as few would the lofs of it take from 
the barrifter of reputation. The honourable General had faid 
that he had ferved nine campaigns abroad, and what the ho- , 
nourable General would not fay, with great honour to himfclf 
and advantage to his country. Now after all his campaigns, 
and the very confiderable emoluments with which they had 
been rewarded, would the honourable General fay that His 
Majefty might not difmifs him from all thofe emoluments, for 
no reafon but becaufe he happened to differ in political opinion 
from his Minifters, were fuch a difference ever to take place? 
If he could not fay fo, then it was clear that they were held at 
the pleafure of the King and his Minifters, and that fuch being 
the iituation of all military officers, they were fit. and neceflary 
objects of the jealoufy and vigilance of the Houfe of Commons, 
as were, indeed, in a greater or lefs degree, all perfons what- 
ever employed by the Crown. Late events had added much 
to his jealoufy in this refpedL They had fecn officers dif- 
milfed without any reafon afligncd or affignable, except theo- 
retical opinions, which they were fuppofed to entertain. — 
Thefe officers had been allowed to receive the price of their 
commiflions : but was it nothing to be turned out of their pro-- 
feftion, on which they had founded all the hopes of their fu- 
ture fortune ? Befidcs, they might not have been allowed to 
fell, if His Majefty’s Minifters had thought fit. fo to adyife him, 
and therefore all the officers of the army knew, that they were 
fo far completely at the mercy of the Crown ; and that men 
who had lhed their blood in the fervice of their country might 
be deprived, not only of their rank and they: hopes, but robbed 
of the money with which they had originally purchaled their 
commiflions. While Minifters and their friends were praifing 
the Conftitution, and deprecating innovation, they themfelves 
were introducing a fyftem for the difpofition of a Handing ar- 
my, which had been always held incompatible with the fafety 
of public liberty, and always oppofed. Was the time and the 
occafionto be ever a conclufive argument for all that refufed to 
do, and for all that did ? When to repair arty breach that time 
* had made in the fabric, when to reform an exifting abufe in 
*he practice of the Conftitution was propofed, their anfwer 
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was, “ What, will you meddle with the ConHitution at' fuch - 
a feafon as this ; will you endanger the whole for the fake of 
a part, that may fafely wait for a remedy till a more conveni- 
ent opportunity?” When they themfelves propofed not re- 
form, but innovation, the anfwer was the fame, “ Confider 
“ the occaiion ; will you oppofe a meafure which the time 
“ loudly calls for?” There was not now, it was faid, the 
fame reafon for being afraid of a Handing army, as when 
William III. a foreigner, was on the throne — an abfurd ar- 
gument in his opinion ; but admitting it to have any weight, 
were we to give up the principles of our ConHitution, and a 
mod leading one was the jealoufy of a Handing army, becaufe 
the King was a native ? On His MajeHy’s acceflion, it had 
indeed been infinuated that the ConHitution, at leafl in prac- 
tice, was to be very different from what it had formerly been, 
a doctrine for which he could never fee any reafon, and which 
he hoped never to hear revived. Was there not as much rea- 
fon to be afraid of barracks now as in 1 740 ? Was there more 
caufe for jealoufy of a Handing army, when we were menaced 
from abroad, and dreaded the invafion of a Pretender to the 
throne? Yet at that period Mr. Pulteney and Mr. Pelham 
oppofed creating barracks, and they faid well ; for the mixing 
the foldiers with the people, by which they imbibed the fame 
principles, and the fame fentiments, was the beff fecurity of 
the ConHitution againH the danger of a Handing army. But 
it was faid the foldiers could not mix with the better forts of 
people to learn their political opinions. It was quite fufficient 
if they were on a par in their opinions of the ConHitution with 
men in the fame ranks of fociety from which they had been 
originally taken. But fuppofing that there were any force in 
this argument, would confining them apart in barracks give 
them accefs to better converfation and better opinions? It 
was entirely new to fay that the military was ncceiTary to the 
execution of the civil power. The ConHitution acknowledg- 
ed no fuch auxiliary. For the exercife of the civil power, 
the means were always in force; and the very preamble to the 
annual mutiny bill, which fome people confidered as bombaf- 
tic, exprefsly Hated, that a Handing army, in time of peace, 
without ttie confent of Parliament, was againH law. If * 
Magiffrates neglected to call in the military when their affiff- 
ancc was nccefiary, they did not do their duty. If there were 
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• places where the exifting police was infufficient, let means be 
tried to remedy the defe£l, but let it not be pleaded as a rea- 
fon for keeping up a military force ; for of all forts of police* 
a military police was the moft repugnant to the fpirit and the 
letter of our Government, and ought to be the laft that ever 
Parliament (hould adopt. It was not true that the building 
of barracks was acceptable to all the country. There were 
places where it was confidered, not as a benefit, but a griev- 
ance. It might be that publicans were glad to be relieved 
from having troops quartered upon them, but that proved no- 
thing; and if they were all of the fame opinion they ought not 
to be allowed to fell their permanent fecurity for a temporary 
convenience. There were various in fiances of fomething like 
a defign on the part of Minifters to teach the army to look 
folely to the Crown, without regard to the Houfe of Com- 
mons. One of thefe was the increafe of the foldiers pay laft 
year, without firft confulting Parliament, and -before Parlia- 
ment had met, an increafe which the King had no authority 
to give till voted by the Houfe of Commons. The King had 
ihe foie command of the army. Why ? Becaufe it was given 
him by the Houfe of Commons ; but it was their cxcluOve 
privilege to fay whether or not there fhould be any army, what 
its number, and what its pay. He was ftill old failiioned 
enough in his notions of Government to dread a {landing ar- 
my, and to think that the conduit of it could not be watched 
with too much caution. He did not clearly underftand the ar- 
gument of the noble Lord near him (Beauchamp) who feemed 
to fay that the (landing army of Louis XIV. was the ground 
of our ancient jealoufy of a (landing army, and that France 
had now an army of another kind, of which (he was not jea- 
lous ; we, as matter of ton, (hould be no longer jealous of 
ours. W idling always to fpeak with the utmoft refpeit of 
His Majefty, and applying his cenfure of meafures only to 
his Minifters, he would not pay him fo abfurd a compliment 
as to fay that the Conflitution was more lecure under him 
than under his two auguft progenitors. What motive could 
then be afligned for being lefs jealous of a (landing army now, 
than in former reigns. Looking back to the condu£l of Sit 
Robert Walpole as a Minifter, whatever might be his faults, 
yto man would now accufe him of having ever entertained the 
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thought of trenching oh the Conftitution by means of the ar-. 
my i yet the utmoft jealoufy of a Handing army had fubfifted 
during his adminiftration. Were our prefent Minifters more 
conftitutional than Minifters of thole times? Were they more 
to be relied upon than (he man who had a principal (hare in 
fettling the Conftitution at the revolution, and was confequent- 
ly attached to it from opinion, from honour, and from affec- 
tion ? Were they fitter to be trufted than fome of the noble 
Lord’s anceftors> who made part of the adminiftration at the 
period alluded to? Had'he in his new zeal to fupport them, 
difcovered that the manner in which they came into power 
was better, or their refpedfc for the opinion of the Houfe of 
Commons greater? He could difcover no ground for his 
Lordfhip’s giving to the prefent Minifters a fuperior degree of 
confidence, unlefs, perhaps, that hope was a ftronger principle 
than gratitude. While we profefled to adhere to the Confti- 
tution, as tranfmitted to us by our anceftors, we ought alfo to 
adhere to the maxims on which they exercifed it, one of which 
was, never to allow the army to become a diftindl fet of men 
from the mafs of the people, by being feparated from the peo- 
ple in barracks. Next came the argument, that the meafures 
of Minifters were not to be queftioned, becaufe we are at war. 
Mr. Pulteney he had never confidered as his political model, 
although he had done on the prefent occafxon what Mr. Pul- 
teney did on the declaration of waragainft Spain — given his fup- 
port to Government in the meafures neceflary for carrying on 
the war. But did Mr. Pulteney, when he made that declara- 
tion, tie himfelf up from inquiring into the particular a£ts of 
Minifters? So far from it, that whoever would take the 
trouble of looking into the journals, would fee that the oppofi- 
tion of ' that time, with more induftry and much more fuccefs 
than the. prefent oppofition, had brought forward motions of 
cenfure on the Minifter, and divided the Houfe on them. — 
They faid then, as he and his friends faid now, “ We will 
“ fupport the Minifter againft the foreign enemy, but we will 
“ not fupport him againft Great Britain.” This eredfcing of 
barracks was not a meafure of war, but a meafure of peace, 
for it was undertaken before Minifters began to talk of war, 
and it affedted this country and no other. From the whole of. 
their condudt there was at leaft as good ground, to fufpect the** 
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of improper def gns as any that the honourable General had 
mentioned tor fufpedling him, and thofe who a fled with him. 
In one point he differed from his honourable friend who made 
the motion. When the money for the expence of thefe bar- 
racks came to be voted, he (hould oppofe it. He knew he 
{hould be told that the expence was already incurred, and that 
it would be hard to refufe payment to men who had given their 
property or their labour on the faith of Adminiftration. This 
was a difficulty which the practice of Minifters, in incurring 
expences without the fanflion of Parliament, rendered (fre- 
quent ; but difficult and ungracious as it was to refufe to pay, 
he would prefer doing that to betraying the Conftitution. If 
they felt any refpefl for the Commons, if any for the people 
whom they reprefented, they would take care that the people 
{hould be free, not in form but in fubftance, and that fuch in- 
novations on their ancient maxims, or, if they chofe to call 
them fo, their ancient prejudices, were not attempted till their 
reprefentatives were confulted. He wifhed not to revive the 
fubjefts which the Houfe had already debated ; but furely, if 
the whole country had been alarmed on points {till difputable, 
it was not being too delicate to feel alarm on fuch a meafure as 
that now in debate, unlefs they could perfuade themfelves that a . 
feditious pamphlet was pregnant with every poflible danger, but 
a {landing army perfectly harmlefs. He knew not whether 
the Houfe had loft its former jealoufy of a {landing army ; he 
knew not whether the people had loft theirs; but if they had, 
it was the duty of their reprefentatives to endeavour to revive it ; 
and he {hould therefore vote for the motion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he {hould not have occafion to 
trouble the Houfe much at length. He {hould not enquire 
what was the proper rule of the fupport which gentlemen might 
think proper to give to Minifters. All he {hould fay was, that 
hedidnotwilh the general, fituation of the country, or the 
war in which we were engaged, to prevent the examination of 
the meafures, which, in his opinion, that fituation called for. 
As little would he difeufs the degree of jealoufy that ought to 
be entertained of a {landing army. That, like other undefined 
^jhrafes, calculated to agitate the minds of men, had been on 
former occafions very fuccefsfully employed to excite popular 
clamour. It would be as unfuccsfsfully employed now, if 
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any man, or fet of men, chofe to have recourfe to it : for the* 
people were too loyally and too zealoufly attached to the King 
and the Conflitution, to be moved by fuch artifices. If by a 
Handing army was meant, an army kept up without the autho- 
rity or confent of Parliament, that indeed would be an obje& 
of jealoufy ; but if by it was meant an army voted from year 
to year, regulated and paid by Parliament, according to the 
pra&ice of .the conflitution, it was no obje& of rational jealoufy. 
Much of the clamour excited againfl a Handing army in 1740, had 
been raifed by men whofe obje£t was not merely to weaken the 
hands of Adminiflration, but by removing the army, to bring 
in the Pretender, and deftroy that very Parliament whofe power 
and authority they attempted to magnify. The ufe then made 
©f popular words ought not to be forgotten. The right ho- 
nourable gentleman coupled the ere&ing of barracks with a 
fuppofed fyflem of Miniflers for palling by the Houfe of Com- 
mons, and extending the prerogative of the Crown, and chal- 
lenged the right honourable gentleman, or any man, to pro- 
duce an inflance where the functions of Parliament had been 
invaded, or where the prerogative had been extended beyond 
its known conflitutional limits. The bread-money to the pri- 
vate foldiers, now brought into quellion, had been debated laft 
year, and the objection now made to it not mentioned at all, 
or only faintly hinted at. If it was fuch an invafion of the 
functions of Parliament, why were thofe who thought them- 
fclves the only guardians of the people’s rights then filent ? But 
giving the foldiers that money, was only giving them what 
they were before entitled to by the votes of Parliament, and 
what the King had therefore a right to give them. It had been 
originally withdrawn by an erroneous warrant, and the error 
had grown into praftice. Money, it was true, was wanted to 
provide the neceifaries which the money withheld had been for- 
merly applied to purchafe, and for that money His Majefly’s 
Miniflers came to Parliament. 

The propriety of ere&ing barracks had been fp well and fo 
eloquently defended by gentlemen who had gone before him in 
the debate, and particularly by a noble Lord near him, (Lord 
Mulgrave) that but little was left for him to add on'. the fub- * 
je£l. The circumflances of the country were fuch as made it 
necefTary to adopt, that mode of lodging the troops in a greater 
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extent than formerly, and it had always been adopted as cir- 
cumftances required. But although it had been a meafure en- 
tirely new, he fhould not have been deterred by any fear of in- 
novation from doing that which he confidered as eflential for 
the fafety of many parts of the country. He denied, however, 
that it was an innovation. The principle was fo little -new and 
fo little dangerous, that in all places where troops were in ge- 
neral ftationary, barracks had been long lince ereCted. Let 
them look at London and Weft minder, let them look all along 
the coalt, at Chatham, at Portfmouth, at Dover, at Plymouth, 
&c. &c., and in Scotland; at Edinburgh, at Stirling, at Fort 
William, at Fort George, at all thefe places the troops were 
lodged in barracks, and no danger had hitherto been either felt 
or apprehended. The circumftances of the country, coupled 
with the general date of affairs, rendered it advifeable to pro- 
vide barracks in other parts of the kingdom. A fpirit had ap- 
peared in fome of the manufacturing towns, which made it 
ncceflary that troops fhould be kept near them. In thefe 
towns then, to difpofe of the troops in barracks, was apian far 
better than to didribute them among the mafs of the people ; 
where jealoufy might rankle into hatred, and produce tumult 
and didurbance, which, fiom the prefen t plan of keeping the 
army feparate, would be effectually prevented. It would alfo 
operate as a preventive of the feduCtion of the army, who 
were by certain perfons confidered as the chief obdacle to the 
execution of their defigns. He fincerely wifhed that fuch an 
army might exift, whofe fentiments fhould be in exa£t unifon 
with the fentiments of the great body of the people. An at- 
tempt had been made to corrupt the commonalty, and there- 
fore there exifted an additional reafon for adopting meafures to 
prevent the army from catching the contagion of opinion. In 
Edinburgh an attempt had been made to excite a fpirit of mu- 
tiny and difaffeCtion among the foldiers. It had, however, 
failed of effeCt. The honourable gentleman had accufed him 
of acting with hauteur , when he had mentioned his intention 
of bringing forward the prefent difeuffion. But he retaliated 
the charge, and afferted, that thp modefty lay with him (Mr, 
£itt) and the hauteur with hi^ponent. Feeling, as he did, 
the greateft veneration for thehonootiible gentleman’s eloquence 
and abilities, it well became him to be mode#, whe* it 
Vol. XXXIV. 4 F 
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his misfortune to be pitted againft fo formidable an antagonift. . 
He was not, however, to be deterred from duty, even by the 
dread of his 1 fuperior talents, but fhould firmly perfevere in 
that line of conduCl, uninfluenced by the fplcndor of his elo- 
quence, and unawed by the terror of his menaces. Even the 
production of a red Morocco quarto, where he had fortified his 
own opinion, by the authority of Mr. Juftice Blackflone, had 
not been able to effeCt his converfion. He concluded, by mov- ' 
,ing for the order of the day. 

Mr. TAYLOR rofe in reply, and faid, that in the courfe 
-of the Minifler’s fpeech, he had heard no anfwer to the argu- 
ments which had been adduced in fupport of his motion by his 
right honourable friend (Mr. Fox), and therefore he fhould 
take no notice of any part of Mr. Pitt’s fpeech that related to 
the ereftion of barracks, but lhould confine himfelf to that part 
of it in which the right honourable gentleman had thought pro- 
per to indulge his fpleen towards him, (Mr. Taylor) and had 
endeavoured to make his motion appear ridiculous to the Houfe. 
He could allure the right honourable gentleman, that no ma- 
lignity of his, 'however it might be accompanied with brilliant 
talents, fhould ever deter him (Mr. Taylor) from Hating, in 
plain and intelligible language, his fentiments upon great na- 
tional queftions like the prefent ; and he fhould always fpeak 
with the firmnefs of an independent man. He faid, it was 
matter of furprife to him that the right honourable gentleman 
(Mr. Pitt) fhould accufe any gentleman of a want of modefty 
for he could aflert that there was more arrogance in the conduCt 
and manner of the right honourable gentleman, than in that of 
any man alive. He then vindicated the terms of his motion* 
upon the authority of Mr. Juftice Blackflone, and (hewed that 
he had couched it in the moft unexceptionable terms. 

Mr. GREY thought it neceftary on fo momentous a quef- 
tion as the prefent, to trouble the Houfe with a few words, 
though he feared their attention was already nearly exhaufted 
by the length of the debate. The right honourable gentleman 
had aflerted, that there fexifted in this country a defperate fac- 
tion. Thefe were words which cohveyed a ferious charge, 
and: might upon fome future occafioxi be made the fubjeCt of 
l|H§uiry and difeuflion. He could not help remarking on the 
■U&fair dexterity which the right honourable, gentleman had 
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exerted in the difTe&ion of his honourable friend’s (Mr. Tay- 
lor’s) arguments. He had aiferted, that becaufe no Ipecific 
complaint had been made againft the ereCtion of any particular 
barracks, fuch a meafure mull, of courfe, have been conge- 
nial to the feelings of the people, and conformable to the fen- 
timents of their anccftors. But it muft be recolle&ed, that al- 
though no complaint had been urged' againft any particular 
meafure, the. oppofition to the general plan of ere&ing bar- 
racks had been unvarying and undeviating. He (Mr. Pitt,) 
had alfo expreffed a wifh, that a Britilh army Ihould partake 
of the feelings, and be in exaCf unifon with the fentiments of 
the general mafs of the people. But if he was fincere in this 
wifti, he had taken means not to execute, but to thwart and 
counteract his intention. For furely mankind were much 
more prone to aftimilate their opinions to thofe with whom 
they were in the habits of conftant intercourfe, than to others 
with whom any commerce was partially interdicted by a fe- 
clufion of their perfons. By confining the troops in barracks, 
inftead of parcelling them out among the people, their fenti- 
ments would be eftranged from the general modes of thinking 
which prevailed among their fellow citizens ; and thus the 
feeds of a direCt contrariety of opinion would be fowed by thofe 
very means which the right honourable gentleman profeiled to 
think would be productive of an uniformity. He had alfo faid 
that the objections to a Handing army during a former period, 
were made only by the faClious and difeontented, by the ene- 
mies of the prefent eftablilhment, and the adherents of the ex- 
iled family. Such a defeription, however, did not apply to all 
the oppofers of that meafure, fince the late Earl of Chatham 
was amongft the moil ftrenuous of them. An exception to 
which the right honourable gentleman would doubtlefs fub- 
feribe. Mr. Grey concluded, by cenfuring the ereCtion of 
barracks, as a meafure, new in its principle, and dangerous 
in its confequences. 

Mr. FOX fpoke a few wordsin vindication of Mr. Taylor, 
who’fe arguments (he averred) had been unfairly reprefented. 

Theorder of the day was carried without a divifion. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


jl F 2 
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Monday , 2$th February . 

The bill for making the fame" provifion for the wives And 
children of perfons ferving in the militia as fubftitutes, as is al- 
lowed to the families of thofe who ferve in the fame, in confe- 
quence of their having been drawn by lot, was read a third 
time. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS obferved that fome gentlemen 
were of opinion, that the bill, as it then flood, would have a 
profpeClive operation only, fo that no other fubftitutes could 
derive any advantage from it, than thofe who fhould enter the 
militia, after it fhould have palled into a law. If fuch were 
to be really its effeCts, the object which he had in view would 
be in a great meafure defeated, for he meant that the provifion 
made in the bill for the families of fubftitutes, fhould extend 
to all thofe who had entered the militia fince the day it was 
embodied in confequence of His Majefty’s late proclamation : 
to remove all doubt, therefore, and effectually to fecure the 
object at which he aimed, he had prepared a claufe for giving 
the bill a retrofpeClive, as well as profpeClive operation, and 
he moved that the Houfe would give leave to bring it up. — 
Leave was accordingly given, and the Houfe having approved 
of the claufe, ordered that it fhould be tacked to the bill by 
way of rider. 

Mr! SHERIDAN reminded the Houfe that fome time ago 
he had given notice of his intention to make a motion on the 
fubjeCt of the fedition or feditious practices faid to have been 
then exifting in this country. Since that time, he obferved, 
feveral circumftances had occurred, which had induced him to 
poftpone his motion from day to day. Since the date of this 
notice, war had actually broke out, and it did not appear to 
him proper to interrupt the important debates upon that great 
queftion, by the introduction of any other of comparatively 
lefs importance. But this had not been his only motive for 
delay ; feveral profecutions had been commenced on account 
of the feditious practices, to which his motion was to refer ; 
and he had been of opinion that pending thefe profecutions, 
he ought not to bring forward any propofition on the fubjeCt. 
At-prefent, thefe caufes of delay either no longer exifted, or 
were on the point of being removed ; the Houfe had definitive- 
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ly decided upon the queftion of war ; and as to the profecutions, 
many of them had been brought to a conclufion, and the re- 
mainder, he prefumed, would be difpofed of in the courfe of 
the prefent week ; he therefore thought that he might now 
without farther delay fix the day on which he meant to make 
his motion : he gave notice therefore, that he would make it 
on Monday next. He be gg ed leave beforehand to requeft that 
gentlemen would come prepared to difcufs with temper the 
queftion which he fhould propofe ; and he was confident that 
if they would difplay as much temper on the occafion as he 
fhould, there could be little doubt but they would agree with 
him in the conclnfions which he fhould draw from the fads 
and arguments which he fhould ftate to them oh that day. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS rofe merely to mention that he 
himfelf had fixed upon Monday next, and had communicated 
his intention on that fubjedl to many Members, for taking 
into confideration the report of the refolutions which he fhould 
have the honour to move this evening in the Committee on 
the State of the Eaft-India Company. He hoped, therefore, 
the honourable gentleman would leave him in pofleffion of 
Monday, and that any other day would equally ferve his (Mr. 
Sheridan’s) purpofe. 

Mr. SHERIDAN replied, that he underftood the right ho- 
nourable gentleman had fixed upon Friday next for the report 
of the refolutions rcfpe&ing the Eaft-India Company; and 
this it was which had made him (Mr. S.) make choice of Mon- 
day. However as any other day would anfwer his purpofe 
juft as well, he was willing to leave the right honourable gen- 
tleman in pofleffion of that day, and he himfelf would take the 
day after. 

Mr. Secretary DUNDAS admitted that his original inten- 
tion was to report the refolutions on Friday ; but that he had 
afterwards changed his mind, and fixed upon Monday, for the 
purpofe of allowing gentlemen more time for confideringthem, 
before they were called upon to confirm them. However as 
a day was no great object to him on the occafion, he would 
leave Monday to the honourable gentleman, and. bring up the 
report of the refolutions on Tuefday. 

The Houfe refumed the confideration of the report of the 
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involutions propofed on Friday by Mr. T. Grenville, for call- 
ing over the Houfe on the 6th of March. 

Mr. T. GRENVILLE obferved, that a right honourable 
gentleman (Mr. Pitt) had exprefled a with, that the refolution 
refpe&ing the taking Members into cuftody might be fo al- 
tered, as to allow Members to flate before the call, the caufes 
which would put it out of their power to attend the call: his 
object in forming this wifh was, that gentlemen who had fuch 
excufes to make as the Houfe would probably deem fufficient, 
might not be put to the great inconvenience of coming up to 
town from the public ferviee in which they might be engaged 
in the country, or expofed to the hard (hips of being taken into 
cuftody, before their reafons for abfence fhould have been 
heard. Mr. Grenville fai<J he was very ready to gratify the 
wifti of the right honourable gentleman on this head ; his only 
difficulty was, how to word the refolution, fo as to anfwer 
the propofed end, by allowing Members to make excufes pre- 
vious to the call, as well as fubfequent to it. After fome far- 
ther obfervations, he propofed an amendment to the refolu- 
tion, for allowing gentlemen to make previous excufes on 
Wednefday and Monday next. He begged at the fame time 
it might be underftood that gentlemen not making excufes on 
thofe two days, were not to be precluded from doing fo any 
time before their names fhould be reported to the Houfe as ab- 
fent on the 7th or 12th of next month. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the refolution thus 
amended, together with the other refolutions refpeCting the 
call, and the ballots was confirmed by the Houle. 

The Houfe refolved itfelf into a Committee, Mr. Hobart 
in the chair, for the purpofe of taking into confideration - the 
various accounts prefented by the Eaft- India Company. 

Mr. DUNDAS faid, it is now fix years fince I introduced 
the practice of bringing annually before a Committee of the 
Houle of Commons, a ftatement of the lituation of allairs in 
the provinces of India ; a meafure which has tended to eftablilh 
a regularity in their accounts, to enforce an accuracy in their 
eftimates, and, by fubje&ing the feveral civil and military 
* eftablilhments to a jealous inveftig'ation, has anfwered my molt 
(anguine expectations, and been productive of all thofe falu- 
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.tary effe&s, which muft ever attend publicity in matters of 
account and revenue. , 

The ftatement I now propofe to lay before you is different 
in its obje&, and muft, of courfe, be different in its nature, 
from thofe I have hitherto troubled you with. « Thofe of for- 
mer years, except in one inftance, have been confined to the 
ftate of the financial affairs of the Company in India, exhibit- 
ing the balance upon the companion of the revenues and 
charges of the feveral fettle ments. The prefent is to be a 
ftatement of a more comprehenfive nature. I mean to com- 
bine together the affairs of the Eaft-India Company at home 
and abroad, pointing out their relative effects upon each other, 
and placing before you the general balance refulting from fuch 
a combination. 

For this purpofe, it will be neceffary for me to draw your 
attention to a variety of different confidcrations. I muft firft 
ftate the amount of the Indian revenue, with the annual bur- 
thens upon it, including the amount of intereft payable on the 
debts in India. By this ftatement you will perceive, what is 
the furplus applicable to the purpofes of commerce, or the li- 
quidation of debts ; and as the exports from this country to In- 
dia, form a part of the general applicable fund in India, that 
fubje£i muft, of courfe, enter into the detail. 

Having afeertained the amount of applicable furplus in In- 
dia, I fhall, in the next place, advert to the effe£t which fuch 
a fum, applied to the purchafe of goods in India, would pro- 
duce on the fales at home ; and, attention being likewife paid 
to the circumftances of the China trade, the refult of the two, 
combined together, will give the grofs amount of the Com- 
pany’s fales in Leadenhall-ftreet. 

From that grofs amount muft be deducted the charges of 
cuftoms, freight, and the other burthens to which the trade is 
liable, fo as to (hew, on the whole, what is the net commer- 
cial furplus, arifing from the excels of fales above the prime 
coft of, and all charges on, the goods fold by the Company. 

Having eftablifhed, as clearly and accurately as I can, thofe 
neceffary preliminaries, I fhall conclude with fuggefting, 
what I conceive to be an equitable application of the furplus 
arifing both from the revenues and trade ; due attention being 
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paid to the refpe&ive claims and interefts of the Ead- India 
Company and the Public. 

And firft, with refpe& to the revenues and charges of the fe- ' 
veral fettlements in India. 

No accounts having been received from India, fince the 
termination of the late war, of the revenues and charges on 
the. prefen t peace eftablifhment, I mu(t firft refer the Com- 
mittee to the ftatement of the revenues and charges of the Bri- 
tifti provinces in India, previous to that war. For this pur- 
pofe, in No. 5, Appendix*, the amount of revenues is given 
for three years, 1787-8101789-90; and of the charges, as far 
as the fame can be afcertained : but it appears from the notes 
to this account, that in fomc inftances, the charges incurred 
could not be accurately diftinguilhed, as the amount annually 
paid included arrears of former years : 

The Revenues of Bengal on this average amounted 
to - - - C. Rs. 5,45,41,067 at 2s. £ 5,454,107 

Of Madras, to Pags. 32,41,171 at 8s. 1,296,468 

Of Bombay, to By. Rs. 13,08,047 at 2s. 3d. 147,155 

£ 6,897^730 

CHARGES. 

Of Bengal, C. Rs. 3,13,12,102 3,131,210 

Of Madras, Pags. 39 > 45 > 9 I 4 i> 57 8 > 3 6 5 

Of Bombay, By; Rs. 46,59,047 524,142 

£ 5 » 2 33 » 7 I 7 

Add Expences of Bencoolen, 

and Pinang - ... 50,000 

£ 5 » 28 3 » 7 x 7 

The Net Revenue on this average is - - - £ 1,614,013 

In thefe years a confiderable expence was incurred by pre- 
parations for war, and therefore the average cannot be confi- 
dered as giving the refult too favourable. 

The countries ceded by Tippoo at the termination of the 
war, are eftimated to yield a revenue of about 400,000!. no 

* For the different papers to which Mr. Dundas refers in the courie 
of Ins fpeech, vide the. Speech and Appendix; printed for J. Debrett, 
Piccadilly. 
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.part of which could be included in the above average. But in 
order to bring this fubjedt under one point of view, there is 
laid before the Houfe an eftimate of the future revenues and ex- 
pences of the feveral fettlements in India, formed by a Com- 
mittee of the Court of Directors for the ule of the proprietors 
of India flock. 

Confidering the circumftances under which this eftimate 'was 
formed, it is more likely that the calculation of the net furplus 
is made below, rather than above, its probable amount. In- 
deed, in every inftance, the revenues appear to be taken on a 
very low ftatement ; particularly in the article of ..fait at Ben- 
gal, which, on the average of five years, has produced 
987,0001. per annum, and his here eftimated to produce only- 
725,000!. or 262,0001. per annum lefs than the average of the 
laft five years. 

In like manner, great caution has been ufed in ftating the 
other articles, that there fhould not be any doubt of the refult 
being better than the eftimate. 

In this eftimate the commercial charges at the feveral fettle- 
ments are ftated as charges upon the revenues. In all former 
views of this fubjeft, they have been confidered as belonging to 
the trade, as that is the only purpofe for which they are in- 


curred. 

Bv the eftimate the revenues are ftated at £ 6,963,625 

And the charges, including commercial, at ' 5,342,575 

Leaving net revenues - -- -- -- - 1,621,050 


In this view, the net revenue of India appears to be 
1,621,0501. ; or, if the commercial charges, amounting to 
104,4501. be excluded, the excefs of revenue, above the civil 
and military eftablifhments, is 1,725,5001. 

As I mean, not only on this, but on other occafions, to 
draw my conclufions from 'this eftimate, I fhall offer a few far- 
ther observations upon it:- 

It has been ufual, on fome former occafions, to charge the 
Dire&ors of the Company with endeavouring to exhibit too 
favourable a view of the ftate of their affairs ; and perhaps the 
deranged ftate of their accounts fome years part, left them fo 
unacquainted with their real fituation as to give fome counte- 
nance to fuch an imputation. At prefent, however, the cafe 
Vol. XXXIV. 4G 
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is totally changed ; even the eftimates of the annual receipt and 
expenditure have, as has been fully proved on former occa- 
fiens, been brought to an extraordinary degree of accuracy; 
and every year a comparifon between thofe eftimates and the 
a&ual refult, has been laid before this Houfe and the Public. 
There is not, therefore, now any apprehenfion of the ftate of 
the Company's affairs in India being mifunderftood from the 
confufion ef their accounts ; nor is there any fear of unknown 
claims being hereafter brought forward. As a proof of this, I 
need only refer to No. I. where a fum of no lefs than 210,6361* 
is ftated as a debt at Bengal in January 1792, which confiftsof 
bills from other prefidencies not due, and bills not prcfented 
for acceptance. As thefe bills would not become due until 
fome future date, it has been ufual, in former inftances, to 
confider them as burthens upon the future refources ; but in 
order to afeertain the correct amount of all outftanding de- 
mands upon the treafuries abroad, all exifting claims at the 
time the accounts are made up, whenever they may become 
payable, have been ordered to be included among the a&ual 
debts. This, of courfe, precludes every apprehenfion of 
the revenues being anticipated, to fatisfy claims not brought 
forward. 

In order to place in a ftronger light the moderation with 
which this eftimate is formed, and indeed the probability of 
its being much under what may a&ually be expe&ed, I refer 
the Committee to the particulars in No. 5, which, compared 
with the prefent eftimate, will {hew that mod of the articles 
of revenue are underrated. 

The fait, I have already mentioned ; and not to detain the 
Committee with enumerating each article, I {hall juft ftate 
the receipt and expence of each prefidency, on an average of 
three years, compared with the prefent eftimate. 










604 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

Hence it appears, that although the ceded countries are • 
Rated in this eftimate at 390,0001., the total of the revenues 
is only 65,8951. more than on the three years average. And 
although I am ready to admit that fome deduction fhould be 
allowed from the average revenues of Bengal, on account of 
the High price of fait in thofe years, yet, on the other hand, an 
addition ought to be made to the average revenues of Madras*. 
Thefe, it will be obferved, in the firft year of the average, are 
exclufive of the revenue of the Guntoor Circar, and in the laft 
year the Company’s fervants had but juft obtained pofteftion of 
it, and but a very fmall proportion of its eftimated revenues 
was collected. The land revenues of this Prefidency, how- 
ever, in 1789-90, were increafed from fifteen to nineteen lacs 
of pagodas, or upwards of i6o,oool. 

Another circumftance which tends to lower this average is, 
the failure in the fubfidy from the Rajah of Tanjore, the pay- 
ment of whofe kifts was not enforced in the latter year ; and, 
inftead of four lacs, he paid lefs than two, being a difference 
of more than 8o,oool. 

Taking, therefore, thefe circumftances into confideration, 
as lowering the average revenues of thofe three years, and com- 
paring it with the prefent eftimated amount, including the 
Ceded countries, there can be no doubt but that the revenues 
are very moderately ftated, and indeed I may fay confiderably 
below what they will probably amount to. But in this, as in 
other inftances, I prefer, that the aCtual refult fhould exceed 
the expectations held out, and therefore take the revenues at 
the fum above ftated. 

With refpeft to the charges, the difference between the 
amount an the average of the three years, and that ftated in the 
eftimate, being only 45,5921., requires but little obfervation 
farther than to remark, that as the revenue from fait is ftated 
fo much below its former aCtual amount, and as this in part 
arifes from a fmaller quantity being fuppofed to be fold, the 
expence of manufacture fhould of courfe be proportionally re- 
duced. The preparations for war alfo at Madras, in 1789-90, 
appear to have made a confiderable increafe of charges there, 
as they were raifed from thirty-eight lacs of pagodas, the 
amount in 1788-9, to forty- three lacs, being an increafe of 
upwards of 200,000!. This increafes the average, and is an 
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addition to the amount at which the expence would have beeii / 
Hated for times of profound peace. 

The countries ceded by Tippoo will occafion a fmall addi- 
tional expence in the charges of collection ; but confidering 
how much the acquiOtion of them has weakened that enemy, 
againft whole ambitious projects we were obliged to be almoft 
continually in a ftate of warlike preparation, inftead of there , 
being a neceflity for our keeping up a larger military eftablifh- 
ment in time of peace, there is every profpeCt of our being 
able to reduce it. The means of defence, alfo, with which 
thofe countries abound, on the part adjacent to Tippoo’s re- 
maining dominions, afford ftill farther fecurity againft any fu- 
ture attempts from him to diflurb the peace of the Carnatic. 
On the whole of thefe confederations, I have no hefitation in 
giving, as my opinion, that the military expences may be re- 
duced below their amount previous to the late war, and con- 
fequently, in Hating the total of the civil and military charges 
at 5,238,1251., I take them above what they will, in all pro- 
bability, amount to in future. 

Thefe fevcral circumftances are fufficient to prove, that 
the net revenues on the whole of this eftimatc are taken 
below the amount, which there is every profpeCt of being 
realifed. 

INTEREST ON THE DEBTS. 

The next fubjeCt for confideration is, the amount of the 
debts in India, as the intereft on them is the firft objeCfc to 
which the net revenue is applicable. 

The total of debts owing in India on the 31ft of January, 
1792, is Hated in No. 1, at current rupees 9,08,45,508, or 
9,084,5501. ; this includes every article of debt known at that 
period, and, as I have already obferved, the bills not due or 
prefented for acceptance are confidered as part of the debts 
then owing, which was not the cafe in former ftatements of 
this nature. 

The war continued about a month after this date, which, 
together with the charges attending the return of the troops to 
their refpe£tive ftations, would confequently caufe an addition 
of expence ; but againft this is to be placed the amount to be 
received from Tippoo, as the Company’s fhare of the price of 

% 
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peace, being no lacs of rupees, OT about 1,200,0001. ; of this 
about 500,0001. bas been given as a tribute to the merits qf 
the army under the Marquis Cbrnwallis. The remainder 
would be applicable, as it was received, towards defraying the 
arrears of the army. Betides this, a greater proportion of the 
land revenues in India is colle&ed in the three months from 
January to April, than in any other quarter of the year. 

In taking the total of debts, therefore, at their amount on 
the 31ft of January, 1792, I ftate them at a fum probably 
greater than they were at the termination of the war. The 
amount of debts bearing intereft in India, at this date, is 
Hated in the latter part of No. 1, and amounts to current ru- 
pees ^,93,39,432, or 6,933,943!., the intereft on which was 
current rupees 59,22,097, or 592,2091. 

The amount of intereft on the debts at this period was 
greatly increafed by loans having been raifed in the preceding 
year, for the purpofe of fupplying the exigencies of the war, 
at 12 percent., which is the common intereft in that country, 
but is more than fhe Company pay on their paper, except on 
fuch extraordinary occafions. The Turns thus raifed amounted 
to about 450,000!. at Bengal, and 350,0001. at Madras, (ma- 
king together 8oo,oool.), which, immediately on the termina- 
tion of the war, the Madras Government began to pay off ; 
and, as appears on the note on the fide of the account, pa- 
godas 4,85,000, (194,0001.) of thefe loans there had been paid 
off, which lellened the intereft about 21,7001. The additional 
credit which our Governments in India muft have acquired 
by the fuccefsful termination of the late war would foon ena- 
ble them not only to pay oft thofe loans at fo high a rate of in- 
tereft, but fpeedily to reduce the rate upon the whole debt. 

As a proof of this, I refer to the ftate of affairs before the 
late war broke out, when the certificates at Bengal were ifliied 
at fix percent, intereft ; of which, as per No. 1, to the amount 
of 509,6571. were outstanding on the 31ft January, 1792. 

In the eftimate adopted by the Court of Directors, already 
referred to, the intereft on the debts in India is given, allow- 
ing for the amount a&ually known to be paid oft. The 
amount of the principal is 6,669,0821., and of the intereft on 
it 561,9231. Although the reafons I have ftated would warrant 
the taking a lefs fum as the intereft now payable on the debts 
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• in India, to avoid any objection of that nature, this am o u nt is 


taken as a charge at prefent 

Therefore from 
Deducing for intereft 


upon the revenues of India ; 

£• I>62I,0$0 
561,923 


The net furplus, after defraying the civil, mili- ' 
tary, and commercial charges, and intereft on 
the debts, is - - - £. 1,059,227 

Befides this fum, there is eftimated to be fupplied from the 
Tales of Europe, goods and certificates, 350,0001., making a 
total of 1,409,1271. 

In the note to the eftimate it is obfeived, that the receipts 
for the Tales of imports, and for certificates, “ on the average 
“ of the three laft years, have produced 301,000!. ; but it is 
“ apprehended that (lores to a confiderable amount, fupplied 
“ for the armies at Madras and Bombay, have not been 
“ brought to account. That the eftimate for 1791 -2 amounts 
“ to 412,000!. j and that from the late regulations the import 
ie trade with India, it is hoped, may be much benefited.’* 
On this it may be obferved, that the regulations alluded to 
were adopted in Auguft, 1789, in confequence of a plan pre- 
fen ted by a Member of this Houfe, then in the dire&ion ; and 
the laft Tales dated in this account, as per No. 6, were from 
30th of April, 1790, to 1791, at which period they could have 
but little effect ; the amount, however, for that year was 
330,627!., for Talcs of import goods only, which confiderably 
exceeds the preceding year’s fales. 

The exertions which the Company have made to extend 
their export trade are dated in the Reports of the Sele£l Com- 
mittee of the Court of Dire&ors on this fubjeft, before the 
Houfe, and the fuccefs of thofe exertions appears on a refe- 
rence to No. 25, in which the amount of goods, (lores, and 
bullion, exported to India, and China, is dated from 1776 
the prefent time. The increafe of expert goods only, (ince 
1784, has been from below 4oo,eool. per annum, to 8oo,oool. 
and offtores in nearly an equal proportion, being on the whole, 
an increafe from to i,ooo,oool. 
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In the eftimate here referred to it is fuppofed that to> provide 
an inveftment in India fhould be applied .£. 1,127,000 

And that the fupplies towards the China iaveft- 

ment fhould be - - 250,000 

£• I »377> 000 

This would leave a fmall fum of 32,1271. in India. 

In regard to the amount fupplied from India to China, it 
appears by No. 7, that on the average of three years to 1791, 
223,3141. per annum has been fupplied from thence towards 
the China inveftment ; but in the prefent view of the fubjeCt 
the mode of remitting the furplus feems only in fo far applica- 
ble, as it tends to fhew with what profit it can be realifed at 
home. > 

The amount of the goods from India fold in the 

laft three years has been, per annum - £. 2,394,75* 

Prime coil of ditto - £. 1,090,185 

Cuftoms - - - 563,269 

Freight and demurrage - - 245,782 

Charges of merchandife, fix per cent. 143,684 

Total 2,042,920 

Being, on the average, an excefs of the fale 

above the prime coft and charges - £. 351,831 

I do not call this the a&ual profit on the trade from India* 
becaufe, in a mercantile point of view, the intereft of the mo- 
ney employed in that trade, and a fum for infurance, fhould be 
allowed ; but this excefs of the fale value above the prime coft 
and charges fufficiently proves that the remittance of the fur- 
plus revenue, through the medium of the trade, is a profitable 
mode, and that it may be realifed at home with profit both to 
the Public and the' Company. 

On the average of the laft three years, the prime 

coft of goods fold by the Company was £. 1,090,185 

In the Directors’ Report the coft of the annual * 

inveftment is eftimated at - - 1,127,000 

Which exceeds the average coft of the goods 
fold thofe three years by 
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The debts for bills on the Court of Directors, 
for cuftoms, freight, demurrage, intereft, 
and dividends unpaid, and various other ar- 
ticles in their commercial concerns, amount, 
as per No. 24, to — — 2,454,579 

AVhich being deduced from the above amount, 

leaves a debt to be provided for of — 3,946,4440 

If bonds be kept in the market to the amount of 1,500,000 

The debt remaining to be paid off at home is 2,446,440 

In what way this fmall debt is to be difcharged, muft de- 
pend on what determination the Eaft-India Company fhall 
form, on a fuggeftion which has been lately made t6 them. — 
There are two ways of difcharging it, either by increafing the 
capital one million, which there can be no doubt of rapidly do- 
ing, either by the prefent proprietors fubfcribing in proportion 
to the flock they refpe&ively hold, or by admitting new fub- 
fcribcrs to advance the amount. 

The other method is by inftalments, to which, confidering 
the fmallnefs of the debt to be ultimately difcharged, a very 
moderate fum only need be appropriated. I certainly, in 
every point of view, give the preference to the firft mode, both . 
as tending to an immediate liquidation of the debt, and as it 
will enable the Company, by an additional capital, to extend 
their export trade to the utmoft the Indian or Chinefc market 
will admit of. 

If the proprietors fhall adopt this idea, they will have a juft 
claim to receive an additional dividend, amounting to ten per 
cent. ,on both the old and new capital ; and after allowing for 
this, there would ftill remain a fufficient fum to admit the 
Public to a participation of not lefs than 500,000!. 


4l 
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The appropriation of the fur plus would then (land thus ; 

Net eftimated furplus — — £.1,239,241 

To be applied towards the 
difcharge of the debt 

transferred from India — £.500,000 

Increafe of dividend two 

per cent. — — 100,000 

New capital of 1 million, 

at ten per cent. — £.100,000 
(Suppofed to reduce the 
bonddebts to 1,500,0001.) 

The intereft at prefent on 

bonds is — 128,000 

1,500,0001. at 4 per cent. 60,000 

Lefs intereft on bonds 68,000 

Increafe of payments by 

new flock — 32,000 

To be paid to Government — 500,000 

1,132,000 

Remains 107,241 

This refult leads me to mention to the Committee, an idea 
I have for a confiderable time entertained in my own mind, 
and which I have recently fuggefted for the confideration of the 
Eaft-India Company. My opinion certainly is, that the whole 
of the eftimate of the Court of Directors is taken too unfa- 
vourably, and that the furplus of revenues in India, and the 
commercial furplus at home, will exceed what I have calcu- 
lated upon in the appropriation I have juft mentioned. If I 
fhall appear to be right in this opinion., there mud be an ulte- 
rior appropriation of the additional balance, and that appro- 
priation fhould be for the purpofe of veiling in the hands of 
the public that additional furplus, to remain there without in- 
tereft ; but the Public to be anfwerable for it to the proprie- 
tors, if, from calamity, permanent or cafual, the capital of 
the Company fhould be impaired, or the fituation of their af- 
fairs fhould not at any period be able to afford the dividend.fut 
the capital, which it is now fuggefted they fhould receive.— 
Without farther enlarging on the idea at prefent, I content 
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myfelf with barely mentioning it ; at the fame time, I am 
confident that if fuch an arrangement could be made, it would 
be a mod wife and falutary meafure, beneficial to the Public, 
and highly fo to the Eaft-India Company The efFe& of fuch 
a meafure, in the courfe of eight years, will appear from an 
account, which, it will be obferved, proceeds on the ground 
of the Directors’ eftimate, and mud of courfe receive ad- 
ditional vigour from every increafe to the profperity of their 
affairs. 

It will naturally be afleed, if the calculations I have fubmit- 
ted to the Committee, will not, in a great degree, be affected 
by the continuance of war? Undoubtedly they will, to a cer- 
tain extent ; but I flatter myfelf, by no means to the extent 
which gentlemen may at firft fight be apt to fuppofe ; for I 
hope, from the iituation of the country with which we are en- 
gaged in war, that it is not likely we (hall be much dilturbed 
on the continent of India ; and from our naval fuperiority, I 
likewife flatter myfelf that the interefts of the Eaft- India Com- 
pany and the Public may be protected from any material in- 
jury by depredations of another nature. I conclude with fub- 
mitting to the Committee the following refolutions, founded on 
the accounts referred to them. 

“ That it appears. That, on an average of three years, 
1787 to 1789-90 inclufive, the revenues of the feveral prefiden- 
cies of Bengal, Madras, and Bombay, have amounted to fix 
millions eight hundred and ninety-feven thoufand feven hun- 
dred and thirty pounds per annum, and the charges incurred 
in the civil and military eftablifhments, as far as can be afeer- 
tained, to five millions two hundred and thirty-three thoufand 
feven hundred and feventeen pounds per annum, valuing the 
current rupee at two (hillings, the ftar pagoda at eight lhil- 
lings, and the Bombay rupee at two (hillings and three 
pence. 

“ That it appears. That, allowing fifty thoufand pounds 
per annum for the expences of Bencoolen and Pinang, the net 
revenues of the Britifh pofleflions in India, on the foregoing 
average, have amounted to one million fix hundred and four- 
teen thoufand and thirteen pounds per annum. 

« That it appears. That the revenues arifing from the coun- 
tries ceded to the Company by Tippoo Sultaun at the termina- 
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tion of the late war, dated in the treaty at thirteen lacks, Six- 
teen thoufand feven hundred and fixty-five pagodas, and which” 
countries are eftimated, by the Court of Dirc&ors, to produce 
three hundred and ninety thoufand pounds per annum, are not 
included in the foregoing average amount of revenues. 

That if appears, That the future revenues of the Britilh 
po.Teflions in India are eftimated, by the Court of Directors, 
to amount to fix millions nine hundred and fixty-three thoufand 
fix hundred and twenty-five pounds per annum, and the civil 
and military charges (including one hundred and four thoufand 
four hundred and fifty pounds for commercial charges) to five 
millions three hundred and forty-two thoufand five hundred and 
feventy-five pounds per annum. 

“ That it appears. That the net revenues of the Britiflk 
Provinces in India, after defraying the civil, military, and 
commercial charges, are eftimated, by the Court of Directors, 
at one million fix hundred and twenty-one thoufand and fifty 
pounds. 

“ That it appears. That the debts owing by the Eaft-India 
Company at the feveral fettlements in I ndia amounted, on the 
31ft day of January 1792, as near as can be afeertained, to the 
fum of nine crore, eight lacks, forty-five thoufand five hundred 
and eight current rupees. 

“ That it appears. That the amount of the debt, bearing 
intereft on the 31ft day of January 1792, was fix crorc, nine- 
ty-three lacks, thirty-nine thoufand four hundred and thirty- 
two current rupees, and that the amount of that intereft was 
fifty-nine lacks, twenty-two thoufand and ninety current ru- 
pees ; but that, from later advices, the amount of debt bear- 
ing intereft is ftated by the Court of Directors at fix millions 
fix hundred and fixty-nine thoufand and eighty-two pounds, 
and the amount of that intereft at five hundred and fixty-one 
thoufand nine hundred and twenty-three pounds. 

“ That it appears, That, after deducting the intereft pay- 
able on the debts in India, from the excefs of the, revenues 
above the civil, military, and commercial charges, file net 
furplus is eftimated at one million and fifty-nine thoufancTSfte 
hundred and twenty- (even pounds per annum. 

** That it appears. That, on the average of the three laft 
years, from the ill day of March 1790 to 1793, the prime coft 
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of goods fold by the Eaft- India Company has amounted to two 
millions five hundred and fifty thoufand feven hundred and 
twenty-eight pounds per annum ; that the cufloms payable on 
thole goods iias amounted to fix hundred and twelve thouland 
two hundred and thirty-orre pounds per annum, the charges of 
freight and demurrage to feven hundred and feventeen thoufand 
four hundred and fifty-three pounds, and the charges of mer- 
chandize to three hundred and fix thoufand one-hundred and 
eighty-five pounds per annum, making the total of Prime coft 
and charges four millions one hundred and eighty-fix thoufand 
five hundred and ninety- feven pounds per annum. 

“ That it appears. That the goods fold by the Company 
in the laft three years, on an average, have amounted to five 
millions one hundred and three thoufand and ninety-four 
pounds per annum, which exceeds the prime colt and charges 
by nine hundred and fixteen thoufand four hundred and ninety- 
feven pounds. 

“ That it appears, Thai the prime coft, and feveral charges 
of cufloms, freight, and charges of merchandize, of the goods 
to be fold by the Faft-India Company, are eflimated, by the 
Court of Directors, to amount to four millions two hundred 
and forty-four thoufand fix hundred and ninety-eight pounds 
per annum. 

“ That it appears, That the fales of goods by the Eaft-In- 
dia Company are eflimated, by the Court of Diredlors, to 
amount to four millions nine hundred and eighty-eight thou- 
fand three hundred pounds per annum, which exceeds the prime 
coft and charges by feven hundred and forty-three thouland fix 
hundred and two pounds. 

“ That it appears. That the charges and profit on private 
trade, on the average of the laft three years, have amounted to 
eighty-three thoufand three hundred and ninety-three pounds 
per annum, and are eftimated, by the Court of Directors, to 
amount to feventy thoufand pounds per annum in future. 

“ That it appears, That the net furplus on the whole of 
the /Avenues and trade of the Eaft-India Company, after pay- 
Tmg eight per cent, dividend, on the capital Itock of five milli- 
ons, is eftimated, by the Court of Direaors, to amount to one 
million two hundred and thirty-nine thoufand two hundred; 
and forty-one pounds per annum. 
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.**: That it appears. That, in the laft three years, -two mil*. 
Items eight hundred and twenty-one thoufand one hundred and 
eighty- three pounds of the principal and intereft of the debt 
transferred from India to England, has been difeharged by the 
Eaft-India Company. 

“ That it appears. That the debts owing by the Eaft-India 
Company at home, under the head of annuities, bonds, bills 
of exchange, cufloms, and debts contracted in the ordinary 
courfc of their commercial tranfa&ions, are calculated to 
amount, on the ift day of March, 1793 (including one million 
three hundred and fifty-four thoufand and fifty pounds of 
debt transferred from India) to ten millions fix hundred 
and one thoufand and fixty-nine pounds, exclufire of the ca- 
pital flock. 

“ That it appears. That the effects of the Eaft-India Com- 
pany in England, and a-float outward, confiding of the amount 
due from Government on annuities to the Company, cafh in 
the treafury, goods fold not paid for, goods unfold, cargoes 
a-float, and other articles in their commerce, are calculated to 
amount, including the balance of quick flock in China, to 
thirteen millions fifteen thoufand four hundred and forty-nine 
pounds, exclufive of four hundred and twenty- two thoufand 
and eleven pounds, charged as expences incurred on account 
of French prifoners, in an expedition to Manilla, and for hof- 
pital expences. 

“ That it appears, That the value of aflets in India, con- 
fining of cafh in the treafuries, of bills receivable, of goods 
provided to be (hipped for England, of goods imported to be 
fold in India, of Salt, opium, &c. and of flores for ufe or fale, 
amounted, according to the lateft advices, to four crore, nine 
lacks, eighty-four thoufand and fifty-one current rupees, ex- 
clufive of the debts flated to be owing to the Company there, 
amounting to the fum of three crore, fifty-one lacks, eighty- 
three thoufand nine hundred and thirty-two rupees.” 

Mr. HUSSEY wilhed to know, in what lhape the right 
honourable gentleman intended to bring forward his resolu- 
tions? . 

Mr. DUNDAS replied, in any (hape that could prove m oft 
favourable to difeuflion. 
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Mr. HUSSEY (aid, the right honourable gentleman had 
triumphed on the confent 'which his plan had obtained in ano- 
ther place ; but his triumph would have been fomewhat dimi- 
niihed if he had confidered that fuch confent had been bought 
by the addition of two per cent, on the capital of the Eaft-India 
Company, and an exclufive Charter. , 

Mr. DUNDAS fpoke a few words in reply. 

The Houfe adjourned. 


*T uefday> 26th February. 

Mr. M. A. TAYLOR faid, he was happy to underftand 
from fome gentlemen concerned in the regulations refpefiing 
the Newfoundland trade, that they were not difpofed to refill a 
meafure which he intended to propofe, and therefore he fhould 
not be under the neceflity of troubling the Houfe for more than 
a minute or two this day on that fubjeft. The act relating to 
the Newfoundland trade was now expired ; it contained claufes, 
which, if introduced into the new bill that was to be brought 
in, would, in the opinion of his conftituents, be highly preju- 
dicial to their interefts, in particular, and to thofe of the trade 
in general : the truth of this opinion they were ready to eftab- 
lilh, and he was glad to find that the gentlemen on the other 
fide of the Houfe, were willing to afford them an opportunity ; 
as both parties were difpofed to difeufs the matter fairly and 
fully, all that remained for him to do was to put it in fuch a 
way, as would belt anfwer their common wifh ; he then 


moved, 

“ That a Committee be appointed to inquire into the Hate 
« of the trade to Newfoundland, and to report the fame, as 
« it {hall appear to them, to the Houfe,” which patted in the 

affirmative. 

He next gave in a lift of Members, and moved that they 
fhould form the faid Committee. This motion alfo patted 

without oppofition. . . ~ c 

Mr. WILBERFORCE faid, that the important fubjedt of 

the (lave trade had been fo often and fo fully difeufled, that he 
thought it totally unneceflary for him to introduce any argu- 
®em upon the general queftion. He dated, that the motion 
which he was going to make, was in his opinion fo muc a 
aiotion of courfe, that he did not fuppofe an y fcnous oppoimo. 
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would be made to it. An honourable Baronet indeed (Sir W. 
Young) had given notice that he meant to oppofeit; but as 
the honourable Baronet fince had time to refledfc more delibe- 
rately upon the bufinefs, he trufted that he would abandon fuch 
a defign, and fuffer to pafs unoppofed the motion which he 
was about to make, and which was no more than a prelimi- 
nary to the renewal of the refolutions, which were carried laft 
year by a confiderable majority. He then moved, 

** That this Houfe will on Thurfday next refolve itfelf into 
“ a Committee of the whole Houfe to con fide r of the circum- 
“ ftances of the African (lave trade.” 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG, purfuant to the notice given 
by him on a former day, rofe to oppofe the motion ; he faid, 
that refle&ion, inftead of making him defift from his oppofi- 
tion, had ferved only to confirm him in an opinion that the great 
queftion of the flave trade ought not to be agitated at prefent, 
but that it would be prudent to defer the difcuflion of it to 
fome more proper feafon. Men's minds, both at home and in 
the Weft Indies, were at this moment too much heated for a 
fober and cool deliberation on fo important a queftion. In 
England, and in that Houfe, many exaggerated accounts had 
been given of the fituation and treatment of the negroes, both 
before their departure from the coaft of Africa, and after their 
arrival in the iflands; by thefe accounts the paffions of the 
Houfe had been excited to decide againft the di&ates of judge- 
ment and found policy. He faid that exaggerations were by 
no means neceflary to render the flave trade odious ; for he was 
read^ to admit, that in its principle it was not to be defended, 
and muft neceflarily be repugnant to the feelings of mankind ; 
but fuch were the circumftances of our Weft- India colonies, 
that the continuance even of fuch a trade for fome time longer 
was abfolutely neceflary to their exiftence, and its abolition 
would be their ruin. On this fubjedt he faid he could fpeak 
from his own knowledge, for during the laft fummer he vi- 
fited mod of the Englifti iflands in the Weft Indies, and he 
could take upon him to fay, that a great deal of what he had 
beard in that Houfe in the courfe of the laft feflion, refpe&ing 
the treatment and condition of the negroes, appeared to him 
to be unfounded in fadL It had often been faid that by the ir- 
regularity of number of males and females imported into the 
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iflands, and the exceflive labour to which they wereexpofed, 
‘very few children were reared, and that this was the reafon 
that , it became neceffary to import fo many Africans every 
year. He declared, that having viewed the negro villages oa 
many eftates, he had feen as many children in each, as could 
be found in any village of the fame fize in England. This 
would ferve to fhew that the neceffity of importation might be 
gradually diminiihed ; and the plantations be worked by Cre- 
ole Negroes, inftead of Africans. The condition of the flaves 
had of late been confiderably mended ; tl\e a£t for regulating 
. the middle palTage had been produ£tive of very happy confe- 
quences ; and many regulations had been adopted in the Co- 
lonial Aflemblies, tending greatly to better the condition of 
thefe poor people. He maintained that in whatever related to 
the flaves and Have trade, this country could not a& with effi- 
cacy, without the concurrence of the Legiflature of the iflands : 
thefe bodies were extremely well difpofed to do every thing 
that could reafonably be required at their hands ; and more it 
would not be prudent to alk. He believed that there were not 
in His Majefty’s dominions a fet of fubjedts more loyal than 
the lan d-owners in the Weft-India Colonies ; but he could not 
anfwer for the continuance of loyalty, when the men from 
whom it was expected were to be irritated, outraged in their 
chara£ter, and injured in their property. They had been re- 
prefented as brutal and unfeeling in their nature; many of 
them had been bred at the firft fchools in England, and were 
known when here to be equal to the mod humane or generous 
of Englilhmen. Few men were patient of infults ; and ftili 
fewer difpofed to be ftrongly attached to thofe who would re- 
duce them to beggary: there was a fpirit moving among the 
planters, to which it would not be prudent to give ftrength: 
by unneceflarily pufhing forward certain meafures at the pre- 
fent moment, they might be driven to what they themfelves 
would wifh to avoid. He concluded by moving an amendment, 
viz. that the words “ Thurfday next” fhould be left out, and 
the words This day fix months” inferted in their ftead. 

Mr. BUXTON rofe, and feconded the motion for the 
amendment ; he faid that the Houfe by giving way to the cla- 
mours without doors, inftead of ftedfaftly and firmly adhering 
to principles of wifdom and found policy, might lay the foun- 
Vol. XXXIV. 4X 



6t8 PARLIAMENTARY A. 1793. 

dot km for the ruin of our happy Conftitution., Gentlemen 
ought to be on their guard againft a fpirit of innovation ? Li- 
berty was not now in danger dtom its arch enemy defpotifm, 
but from thofe, who under the appearance of ere&ing a temple 
to liberty, were actually endeavouring to deftroy it, to over* 
turn all Government, and eftablifh anarchy upon its ruins. In 
England it once happened, that when the people feemed moft 
clamorous for liberty, the mace of the Houfe of Commons 
Was declared to be a bauble, and the refolutions of the Houfe 
didated by an armed force from without. He warned gentle- 
men againft fimilar confequences, if they fhould fhew fo little 
fhmnefs as to be fwayed by clamours without doors, railed by 
perfons, who, under the idea of univerfal liberty, would de- 
ftroy fociety. 

Mr. CAWTHORNE faid, he would wifh to recal to the 
recollection of the Houfe the fpeech of the honourable gentle- 
man who made this motion, on a former occafion, when the 
laft refolutions on this fubjedt were adopted by the Houfe.— 
Their paffions had then been agitated, and their feelings of hu- 
manity called forth, by details of cruelties by which fenfibility 
was fhocked. Had not thefe {lories been told and believed by 
the Houfe, he was perfuaded they would not have agreed to 
the refolutions : and they had now been proved to have had 
no pofitive exiftence in fadt. The honourable gentleman be- 
ing called upon to mark thofe perfons to whom he chiefly al- 
luded, had particularifed one perfon (Capt. Kirnber,) who 
had, in confequence, been apprehended, committed, brought 
to trial, and honourably acquitted by a jury of his country : 
The two principal, indeed only, witnefles, brought forward 
to fupport the profecution, had been committed by the Court 
on fufpicion of wilful perjury, in giving evidence on that trial ; 
and they had both lately been tried : one of them had been 
found guilty pf the perjury ; the other had been acquitted ; 
but Captain Kimber’s innocence had been eftablifh ed beyond 
a doubt: upon the whole view of the cafe, he was decidedly 
. in favour of the amendment propofed by the honourable Ba- 
ronet. 

Mr. MONTAGU did not conceive it poflible that the « 
Houfe could go from the refolutions which they had formerly 
come to, upon the moft mature and deliberate, confideration. 



•® n fuch flight grounds, or rather on no grounds at all. C ou ld 
he apprehend that this were poffible, he fhould feel himfelf 
called upon to enter much at large into the fubjea ; hut to fup. 
pole this, would be to impeach the confiftency of that Houfe, 
than which, nothing Oiould be held more /acred in every le- 
gislative aflembly In the prefent bufinefs, it was of the fir# 
importance to have fome refting place ; and he deprecated the 
fetting it afloat at prefent to agitate the mind of the Public* 
which delay, or even hefitation, might do. 

Mr. W • SMITH paid a compliment to the ability andean- 
dour of the honourable Baronet who moved the amendment j 
but he feemed to him to have entirely forgotten the ftate of the 
queftion at prefent. It was not now intended to make any al- 
teration on the refolutions of laft feflion, or to proceed to an 
immediate abolition of the {lave trade ; but only to renew thole 
refolutions, and to carry them up to the Lords, fo as the bufi- 
nefs might proceed before their Lordfhips ; nor did. it occur to 
him why the negociation with the Well- India illands, alluded 
to by the honourable Baronet, might not be carried on, while 
the evidence was taken in the Houle of Lords. He next ad- 
verted to what an honourable Member (Mr. Cawthorne) had 
faid on the fubjedl of Captain Kimber. He had paid the 
greateft attention to the whole of that bufinefs, and he could 
ftate, from his own knowledge, that it had been mifreprefented 
in every particular. His honourable friend (Mr. Wilbcrforce) 
had not brought forward the profecution of Captain Kimber. 
The acquittal of Captain Kimber had proceeded upon the col- 
lateral fail of the perjury of the witnefles in fupport of the pro- 
fecution, as to matters totally unconnected with his guilt or in- 
nocence, and only tending to impeach the credibility of their 
teftimony. Thcfe witnefles had iince been tried, and the firft 
was indeed found guilty of perjury j not, however^ on the 
ground of having faid any thing untrue in what he had fvvom 
againft Captain Kimber ; but from its being proved that he 
had -made ufe of expreflions which, on giving his evidence, he 
had denied. He was forry, for the credit of Captain Kimber, 
that the iflite of the other trial had been very different ; for - 
^here it was necefiary to go fully into the cafe, and to prove 
the truth of what the defendant had fworn againft Captain 
Kimber. .Of this he brought fuch clear and pofitive proof, 

4 K i 
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that the learned Judge, before whom the caufe was tried, was 
Completely fatisfied, before the evidence for the defendant was 
nearly concluded, and dire fled the jury to acquit him, which 
they accordingly did. If gentlemen thought the point relied 
at all upon this, he would beg of them to read the trial with 
attention ; but, in his mind, it was of little importance, as he 
thought the quellion relied on much broader ground ; he would 
therefore llrenuoully fupport the original motion. 

Mr. CAWTHORNE, in explanation, faid, he did not 
mean to fay that Mr. Wilberforce was the'author, but the oc- 
cafion of the profecution brought againll Captain Kimber. 

Mr. ESTWICK thought that references to cafes of trials 
not before the Houfe, was improper ; and that when a man had 
been acquitted by his country, he fhould not be Hill reprefented 
as not purged from the guilt of the charge, 

Mr. DENT was of opinion, that the Houfe ought not to 
go into a Committee on the fubject of the Have trade ; for 
though the resolutions palled lafl year contained various reftric- 
tions, the enemies of that trade avowed that their object Hill 
was its unqualified abolition. He wondered that gentlemen 
would endeavour to force upon the Weft- India planters, prin- 
ciples which, however they might be fuited to England, were 
deftrudtive of the property of the planters. People Ihould be 
prepared for liberty before they could enjoy it, or make a good 
ule of it. This had been allowed even by a champion for li- 
berty in France, the famous Mr. Rabaud de St. Etienne, (a 
Proteftant clergyman in the National Convention) that the 
fame liberty and conftitution which were fitted for France, 
would not fuit her Weft-India colonies. 

Lord SHEFFIELD, in vindication of Captain Kimber, 
faid, that his counfel had eighteen witnefles to produce in his 
behalf, but had been prevented from examining them by tho 
Court and jury, upon this ground, that no farther teftimony 
was requifite to prove his innocence ; he might therefore be 
faid to have been acquitted on the merits of his cafe. 

Mr. FOX obferved, that the quellion now was, Whether 
that Houfe would not proceed, and at once lay it down as a 
rule that they would do nothing whatever upon the prefent fuCC 
je£t this feffion of Parliament, although, after a long di feu (Iron, 
deliberate refolutions had been entered into in the laft, and a}- 
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though the fubje& had been in agitation for between five 
fix years ; and although they had from that time gone on from 
year to year, and had, as it was natural in the caufe of jus- 
tice, reafon, and humanity, arrived by difcuflion nearer and 
nearer to the point of truth, and had from ftep to ftep advanc- 
ed, until they came to a determination that the Have trade 
from Africa to our colonies and plantations fhould ceafe on 
the ill of January, in the year 1796. That was the objeCfc 
now before the Houfe. He then called the recollection of 
the Houfe to the circumftances of the prefent fubjeCl, and 
difmiffcd all the arguments that had this evening been brought 
forward on the hardfhips to which the planters would be ex- 
pofed on revival of thefe resolutions, by obferving, that on 
the bringing forward of the bill by an honourable Baronet, 
(Sir William Dolben) for the regulation of the middle paf- 
fage, thefe gentlemen and their advocates cried out, that if 
this bill palled, the trade would be ruined ; had that been 
true, the Houfe would not be debating the l'ubjeCt now before 
them ; as little reliance had the Houfe on the fuggeltions of 
thefe gentlemen with refpe<ft to the dangers to the trade from 
the refolutions of laft year ; and the queftion was now, whe- 
ther the Houfe would or would not go into a Committee on 
Thurfday upon this fubjeCl. 

It was faid that the abolition fhould be with the concur- 
rence of the legiflative body of our colonies, before it could 
be effectual. Upon what principle it was that we were to 
anticipate their refufing to concur with us, he knew not, or 
that if we had no means or influence whatever over them, 
and that they were determined to thwart our intentions, how 
far it might be deemed prudent for us, under fuch circum- 
ltances, to continue our connection with them, he would not 
now difcufs, but of this he was fure, that the Houfe had 
power over the trade of this country, and could fay under 
what regulations it fhould be carried on, and when it fhould 
- ceafe, or how long they would fuffer by an acknowledged 
evil. He adverted to the observation that this trade was to be 
abolifhed by menaces, and maintained that nothing at any 
time, particularly at this, ought to be more ftrongly guarded 
againft than that of holding out to the Public an idea that the 
proceedings of that Houfe were influenced by dread of me- 
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naces* reproaches, or even the lofs of popularity ; and that 
their .votes were the effect of compulfion, and th^t the mo. 
raent they dare do fo, they would refcind fuch votes. He 
• traded to God that the vote of every one who a {Tented to the 
resolutions of lad year, was the refult of his conviction of 
coafeience ; he traded too, that a vote, fo much to their ho- 
nour, and which had entitled them to the applaufe of all Eu- 
rope, would not now be abandoned. He faid he had heard 
it hinted, that a time of war was improper for the difeuflion 
of this fubjeCfc ; he confefled he did not fee the propriety of 
that objedion ; at all events, if it was an objection at all, it 
was fuch as would be very well difeufled in a Committee ; - 
and then it might be determined whether the circumdances of 
this war were fuch as to call upon Parliament to continue 
the evil of the (lave trade ; he Ihould be of a contrary opi- 
nion, and contend that all the arguments upon the danger 
of tumult and infurreCtion, would not apply to the prefent 
fubjeCt. He therefore {hould advife the Houfe to regard the 
prefent as a very fit time to take this fubjeCt up, and to (hew 
to all Europe that the Parliament of Great Britain never lofe 
light of the principles of honour, judice, and humanity. — 
That their Government is honourable — that their pledge is 
faithfully adhered to; that when they declare they deted 
anarchy and confufion, they alfo love the principles of real 
liberty ; that they fincerely wifh for the happinefs of man- 
kind, and revere the rights of nature ! He then obferved, 
that if there were any objections to the late refolutions in any 
particular part, fuch objection would come regularly before 
the Committee on Thurfday, and {hould then be argued, for 
as to the danger of agitating it, he confefled, he differed en- 
tirely from thole who exprefled their apprehenfions upon that 
fubjeCt ; or if there was any danger in that refpeCt, it mud 
arife from its not being agitated while there was a difference 
of opinion ; agitation was necedary to fet that difference at 
red. . Indeed he once hoped that the Houfe would not now ~ 
have had to debate the quedion at all, for that it Ihould by 
this time have palled into a law. He Ihould not now pretend 
to anticipate the difeuflion of the Houfe of Lords ; hs hoped, . 
that their decifion would be agreeable to the principles of 
judice and humanity ; in the mean time the Houle of Cora 
2 
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mons fhould not flackcn its efforts upon that fubje&. If the 
courfe of the difcufli on in the other Houfe fhould lead to fuch 
length, or (hould take a turn that would render hopelefs the 
thought of its coming to a conclufion this feffion, then he 
fhould advife the bringing forward of fome other meafure 
that might give efficacy to the refolutions, which had for their 
obje£t the immediate regulations of the trade, independent 
of the total abolition in the year 1796. 

He next took notice of the trial of Captain Kimber, on 
which fo much ft refs had been laid ; he faid, he could have 
wiihed that it had not been alluded to at all, becaufe it was 
'tiot regularly before that Houfe ; but, as it had been alluded 
to, he would only fay, in the moft conftitutional language 
he could, that, as Captain Kimber had been acquitted, he 
hoped and trufted that he was innocent, and, as Mr. Deve- 
reux was acquitted alfo, he hoped and trufted that he was in- 
nocent : but he believed there were none in that Houfe who 
voted for the refolutions laft year folely upon the reprefenta- 
tion of the fubjeft which brought Captain Kimber upon his 
trial ; if there was, let fuch perfon vote, if he thought proper, 
againft the refolutions in the Committee upon this occafion ; 
at all events the Houfe had no reafon for refufing to go into 
' the fubje& this fefiion. 

Upon the point of humanity, which had been fo much 
urged on a former occafion in favour of the Weft-India 
planters, l.e muft do the honourable gentleman who originated 
this fubje& in that Houfe the juftice to fay, that he had al- 
ways allowed. to thefe obfervations their full force, and that 
he had admitted the truth of many fpecific a&s mentioned in 
fupport of the humanity of thefe planters ; at the fame time, 
Mr. Fox faid, he did not fee any thing in the nature of the 
traffic of thefe planters, or any thing in the fpirit of flavery, 
to fuppofe that thole who deal in it furpafs their fellow crea- 
tures in. the offices of tenderoefs and humanity, nor any thing 
m-the nature of abfolute power that was likely to exempt its 
pofleflors from the common frailties of our fpecies; or if thefe 
gentlemen had thefe feelings in fo eminent a degree, thefe 
refolutions were fo far favourable to them, as to fet them 
free from a ftation Tb obnoxbus. To return to the point 
mote immediately before the Houfe, he complained of aft 
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evil and an abufe which he maintained it was pra&ical to re- 
move, and as he had before hinted, if the proceedings of ano- 
ther place Ihould be fuch as not to give fatisfa&ion, that they 
would be removed, and that the firft refolution for abolition 
in 1796, Ihould pafs this feflion, then that Houle Ihould fub- 
ftitute fuch other remedies as might tneet their ideas upon the 
regulation of the trade between this time and the period of 
final abolition. Until thele points Ihould have been fairly 
canvafled by argument, he trailed that the Houfe would not 
purfue a Hep fo di (reputable to its own honour and dignity, lo 
difatisfadory to the Public in general, as to relinquilh their 
former opinion, or, in other words, to tell the world at large, 
t here was no Sincerity in their declaration on a former day, 
and that they had completely given up even the gradual abo- 
lition of the llave trade, and that they never would refolvc 
upon that meafure at this or any other period. 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG faid a few words in explana- 
tion. 

Mr. GASCOYNE laid, he applied to the honourable gen- 
tleman who had firft brought forward this bufinefs, and de- 
fired to know, whether he intended to renew the refolutions 
of the laft year ; he faid he did ; and then he, Mr. Gafcoyne, 
faid jeftingly, that he wondered a gentleman who had always 
declared he Ihould never be fatisfied with any thing Ihort of a 
total and immediate abolition, could move for the revival of 
refolutions, that only went to effe£t that purpofe gradually ; 
to which the honourable gentleman faid, that he Ihould only 
move to renew the old refolutions of the Houle. Mr. Gaf- 
coyne laid, he did not with for any di feu (lion of this fubjedl 
at the prefent time, becaufe he thought it was dangerous.— 
But as he thought, from what he heard from the right honour- 
able gentleman near him (Mr. Fox) that fomething more 
than thefe refolutions was to be brought forward, he wilhed 
to alk, what was to be the nature of that meafure. As to 
the old refolutions, he had himfelf not much obje&ion to the 
renewal of them ; but if the Houfe was divided, he Ihould 
certainly go with the honourably Baronet who had moved the 
amendment. 

Mr. FOX explained by obferving, thtft if the proceedings 
in the Houfe of Lords Ihould fatisfy him that all the old re* 
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rotations fhall pafs, then he fhould not have any thing to bring 
forward; but if they fhould fo proceed, that the fubjedt may 
not come to any thing in the courfe of this feflion, then it 
would be neceflary for that Houfe to come to fome other refo- 
lutions, for the purpofeof meeting the ideas which the. Houfe 
entertained laft feflion, upon the fut>je& of immediate regular 
tion. „ 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, the mode of proceeding had 
been cofre&ly dated by the right honourable gentleman (Mr. 
Fox.) He hoped there would be no difficulty in revoting the 
propofitions voted lad year ; and that however gentlemen on 
either fide of the quedion might have objected to thefe propor 
fitions, there would be no difference of opinion on them now. 
But by renewing the refolutions of lad feflion, and fending 
them up to the Lords, no Member of the Houfe was reflri&ed 
from propoflng fuch other meafures, 'as the delay in the other 
Houfe might feem to call for. If, for indance, the proceed- 
ings in the other Houfe Ihould feem to retard the final decifion 
of the bufinefs beyond the period of the prefent feflion, it might 
be highly proper to introduce a bill to flop the aggravation of 
the evils of the Have trade, pending the dii'cuflion on the final 
abolition. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE faid, he meant only in the Com- 
mittee to propofe revoting the fame refolutions that were voted 
lad year. If the trial of Captain Kimber had been introduced 
into the debate, it had not been introduced by him. On that 
trial he fhould decline giving any opinion, becaufe he, per- 
haps, was in pofleflion of fads of which the Houfe was not 
in pofleflion. It had been faid that he had introduced the 
motion violently and intemperately. He had originally ta- 
ken up the fubjea with no other motive but that of exerting 
fuch powers as had been bedowed upon him by his Creator for 
his honour, and the caufc of religion and humanity , and no 
opppfition, no imputation, no want of fuccefs, Ihould ever 

divert him from purfuing it. 

The Houfe divided on the quedion, " That the words 

“ , Thurfday next dand part of this motion.” 

Ayes, 53 61. Majority, 8, 

Againft Mr. Wilberforce’s motion. 

Vo l. XXXIV. 4 L 
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Mr. Chancellor PITT, after lamenting the vote to which 
Hie Houfe had come, faid there were various ways of bringing 
the bufinefs again before the Houfe. That from the declara- 
tion of his honourable friend (Mr. Wilberforce) it was evident 
it would be again brought before them : and that as the moft 
convenient way would be in the Committee, he fhould move 
to adjourn the debate till Thurfday fe’nnight, when a fuller at- 
tendance of Members might be expected. 

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG laid, he had taken no advantage ; 
be had given notice of his oppofition on the very firft opportu- 
nity ; he had repeatedly renewed that notice ; and if gentlemen 
did not attend it was their own fault. 

Mr. CAWTHORNE fubmitted to Mr. Chancellor Pitt, 
whether going into a Committee on the bufinefs as* firft pro- 
pofed would not be inconfiftent with the vote to which the 
Houfe had juft come. 

The SPEAKER obferved, that the Houfe had only decided 
that the words “ Thurfday next” fhould not ftand part of 
the motion. They had not decided that the words “ this day 
** fix months” fhould be adopted in the room of the words re- 
jected ; and therefore might without any inconfiftency adopt 
the words “ Thurfday fe’nnight,” or any other that might be 
propofed. 

Mr. JENKINSON faid, fuch notice had been given as to 
let afide all complaint of want of attendance. The abolition 
of the flave trade was a tpieftion which had better be let fleep 
for the prefent. He had Hated his opinion more fully laft 
year, he wifhed for the abolition, but not for the immediate 
abolition, nor for fixing the period at which it was to take 
place ; and therefore he fhould .vote againft going into the 
Committee on any day this feffion. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT faid, he meant no imputation on 
the honourable Baronet (Sir W. Young;) but the thinnefs 
of the Houfe was a proof, that notwithftanding the notice 
given by the honourable Baronet, no material oppofition to 
going into the Committee was expeded. As it was eafy to 
fee what the fate of his motion for adjourning the debate would 
be — if ^>ut now, he would withdraw^ ; more efpecially as 
there were other inodes of bringing forward the bufinefs when 
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the Houfe was fuller ; and as he knew the intention of Ins ho- 
nourable friend (Mr. Wilberforce) to perfevere. 

Mr. FOX faid, it was for the honour of the Houfe to ad- 
journ the debate, or, by adjourning for the day, to poftpone it. 
The amendment moved by the honourable Baronet, if carried, 
could only oppofe a difficulty in point of form to reviving the 
fubje£t : and as he was happy to hear that it was to be re- 
vived, it was more becoming to revive it in the moft convenient 
form. 

Mr. DENT faid a few words, purporting that the Houfe 
had not been taken by furprife. 

Mr. WILBERFORCE faid, he had never complained of 
the. Houfe being taken by furprize. He was indifferent about 
the fate of the prefent motion, for whatever that might be, he 
fhould bring the bufinefs before the Houfe in fome fhape or 
other, on Thurfday fe’nnight. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT withdrew his motion; and Sir Wil- 
liam Young’s amendment to the original motion was put and 
carried. The Houfe adjourned. 


Wednefday , 27 tb February. 

The Houfe, in a Committee of Supply, voted five millions 
and an half to His Majefty upon Exchequer bills; and the 
Houfe being refumed, ordered the report to be received to- 
morrow. The Houfe adjourned. 


Thurfday , l&th February. 

Mr BURKE, one of the Members appointed by the Houfe 
for managing the trial of the impeachment now depending 
againft Warren Halting!, Efq., informed the Houfe, that, 
the Lords having met this day (before His Majefty came to the 
Houfe of Peers) in the Chamber of Parliament, precifely at 
twelve of the clock, which is much earlier than <heirLcud- 
feips have ufually .(Tumbled for the purpofe of going into Weft- 
'SiSfter-H.il, their Lordlhips, without having given yy mo- 
mation to this Houfe of that intention to make ’ aW™ 

in the time of their proceeding, went at about Mlf an hour, 
after twelve of the clock into Weftminfter-Hall, 

ficient number ofMRnbersofjto^ chltir-Th«, 
the purpofe of enabling Mr. Speaker to taKC 

4.L 2 
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tinder thefe circumftances, he (Mr. Burke) and fuch of the' 
other Managers as were prefent in this Houfe, thought it their 
duty to appear in the place appointed for the Managers in 
Weftminfter Hall, to be ready to go on with the trial, without 
waiting for the ufual proceedings of this Houfe on the days 
appointed for the trial, and that the Managers did accordingly 
-appear in Weftminfter Hall, and the trial proceeded. And 
Mr. Burke de fired to fubmit his conduct, and that of the other 
Managers upon this occafion, to the judgement of the Houfe. 

The SPEAKER took a view of the proceedings of the 
Houfe, and cleared himfelf, and all its Members, and alio 
the Managers, from imputation of delay in general with re- 
gard to their attendance on the trial of Mr. Haftings, or any 
vremifTnefs in that refpedl. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT moved, " That under the circum- 
" ftances above mentioned, this Houfe doth highly approve of 
•" the conduct of the right honourable Edmund Burke, and 
“ the other Managers, for having taken fuch fteps as enabled 
“ the Commons to proceed on the trial of the faid impeach- 
“ ment.” Carried nem. con. 

Mr. BURKE returned thanks to the Houfe for their fupport 
of himfelf and brother Managers. 

Major MAITLAND brought up the report of the Commit- 
tee appointed to inquire into the beft mode for expediting the 
impeachment carried on againft Mr. Haftings. 

The report dated feveral circumftances, and the Committee 
recommended two things to the particular notice of the Houfe ; 
the one was, an early attendance of its Members on every 
day appointed for the trial. The other, to do all they could 
to obtain a greater number of days in each week, for that pur- 
pofe, than had hitherto been given upon' the progrefs of the 
prefent trial. It recommends alfo to the Houfe to follow the 
precedent of Lord Strafford, on the 22d of March, 1640. 

Mr. Chancellor PITT then moved, “ That this precedent. 
" be read which being done, he moved, “ That this Houfe 
do meet as a Committee in Weftminfter Hall.” Thefe were the 
Words of the precedent, by which the attendance of the Hbufe 
wiU be difpenfed with on the trial.' This motion palled turn*. 
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A converfation of fome length then took place, on the mo* 
tion of Major Maitland, for a conference with the Lords, 
which was afterwards withdrawn. The Houle then proceeded 
to receive excufes for abfence on the day of call. 

The Houfe adjourned. 

Friday , \fi March. - 

Mr. BURKE faid, it was not to be conlidered as matter of 
fatisfa&ion to that Houfe, that a great criminal (for fo by the 
articles of the impeachment of that Houfe he was intitled to 
call Mr. Haftings) fhould have fo long eluded the public juf- 
tice of this country.' He wifhed, and he was fure the Houfe 
wifhed, that no delay fhould take place upon this trial. He 
did not mean to fay that the Managers fhould fubmit any pro- 
pofition to the criminal, but he fubmitted to the Houfe, whe- 
ther they might not, on the next day of trial, ftate that the 
Managers had no objection to go on in the abfence of the 
Judges. 

The SPEAKER faid, he did not mean to fay that the Ma- 
nagers were authorized to make any propofitions to the de- 
fendant, or to the Lords, upon the trial of Mr. Haftings, but 
there was no irregularity in their exprefling in open Court, 
their readinefs on their part to proceed, in the abfence of the 
Judges; it would then reft with the Lords and the accufed, 
either to proceed or adjourn. 

On the fuggeftion of the Speaker, the Houfe refolved, 
“ That theManagers fhall go from day to day to Weftminfter 
“ Hall, as a^ommittee, when the Lords fhall give notice of 
** their proceeding on the trial of Mr. Haftings, and that' Mr 
“ Speaker be empowered to receive a mefTage from the Lords 
“ of their proceeding to fuch trial, although there be not 40 
“ Members to form a Houfe.” v 

Sir CHARLES MORGAN moved for leave to bring in a 
bill to reftrain the employment of labourers in making navi- 
gable canals in the time of the corn harveft. 

Mr. SHERIDAN faid, it was impoflible upon the firft 
ftatement* of fuch a meafure, for him not to fay he fhould op- 
pofe it. He was furprifed that fuch a ftep fhould be attempted 
to be taken. If iNwas for the flopping the working of canafs 
altogether in time of harveft, fpecifyingthat time, he fhould 
have no obje&ion^ but to fay that a labourer ihould not chufe 
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forhanfelf what ha fhould be employed in, and to make the 
heft ufe of his own labour, was fo wrong in principle, fo re- 
pugnant to juftice, and fo deftruftive to the praftice of our 
conftitution, that he could never think of confenting to it. 
Why not include all perfons concerned in canals for that time ? 
Why particularly feleft the labourer as an obje& of peculiar 
reftraint? 

Thefe obfervations brought on a converfation which ended 
in the adoption of Mr. Sheridan's idea, for the word labourer 
was left out, and the leave was given to bring in a bill to re- 
ftrain all perfons from working on canals in the time of the 
corn harveft. 

The order of the day being read for going into a Committee 
of the whole Houfe, on the report of the Committee up ftajrs, 
as to certain propofed regulations relating to canal bills, the 
speaker left the Chair, and Sir George Howard took his feat 
at the table. 

Mr. POWYS prefumed, that no obje&ion would be made 
to adopting the refolution of the Up-Stairs Committee, with 
refpeft to regulating the transfers of fhares, See. in canal bills 
to be brought into that Houfe. 

Agreed to nem. con. and the Chairman dire&ed to report it 
to the Houfe. 

Mr. POWYS, though he admitted that canals, in many in- 
dances, where highly beneficial to the commerce and manu- 
faflures of this country, was neverthelefs of opinion, that a 
fpirit of fpeculation, with refpeft to them, hmlef late been, 
and was now fo prevalent, as to make it prudent and proper in' 
that Houfe, by a general regulation, to guard againft its being 
-carried to an extent prejudicial to the intereft of the public : 
he would, for this purpofe, move a refolution, which he hop- 
ed would meet the concurrence of the Committee; That, in 
all canal b ills , the tolls to be raifed fhould be limited in fuch 
manner, as might beft reconcile the intereft of the Proprietors . 
with that of the Public. 

Mr* WIGLEY thought fuch a general refolution un- 
aeceflary, and moved that the Chairman do now leave the 
chair. _ ^ 

A pretty long converfation enfued,' in which the. Mafter tiff 
the Rolls, and Several other Members, fcigpprtedthc propriety 
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of the refolution moved by Mr. Powys; while Mr. HoSey* 
and many other gentlemen, contended for the great public uti- 
lity of canals, and that it would be imprudent to check die 
fpirit of adventure in private individuals, from the encourage* 
ment of which alone they were likely to be carried on. ' 

The Committee divided on Mr. Wigley's motion for die 
Chairman leaving the chair ; 

Ayes -■ - 25 

Noes - - 21 

Majority againft Mr. Powys’s motion 4 
The Houfe adjourned. 


END OF THE THIRTY-FOURTH VOLUME. 







